* - 4 4 n _— oy 84 
A ” ps * ""h * 
”" _ 7% A 
2 5 We . «x « : 
* 4 —3 0 2 
„* 3 
4 * Sg « ($ 
: 
, 
= 
x 
* x # 


A LETTER 


ADDRESSED TO THE commer OF 
OLD DISSENTERS; 


Being an Anſwer to a Pamphlet lately publiſhed, and 
entituled © An ApprEss to the CHRISTIAN PRo- 
PLE under the inſpection of the REFORMED PRES» 


BYTERY, concerning the more frequent diſpenſing of 
the Loxp's SUPPER.” —By one of Themſelves. 


EN —— 


Beloved believe not every ſpirit; but try the ſpirits, whether they be of - 
Cod. Becauſe many falſe prophets are gone oat into the world == Alſo of your 


ownſelves ſoall men ariſe ſpeaking perverſe things, to draw away diſciples 
after them. Ie whom we gave plate by ſubjection, no not for an hour. For 
whtle they promiſe t hems liberty, they themſelves are the ſervants of corrupti- 


ow. Therefore I ſaid-=Hearken ante me, I alſo will ſbe u mine opinion. 
| | HOLY SCALP TUREO, 


GLASGOW: 
— PRINTED BY B. MILLER, 


— — 


1797. 


= 
4 5 5 
44311 


* N a 
| ; 
k 
* 
F 
X . 
1 * + 
' 
ce 
- ; 
: 
* oF 
+ 4 ; ; 
* 
* 
P 
A 5 
N A 
* 
* 
p 
p 
. l | 
- 
: 1 , ore = 4 * * 
5 1 1 . | 
| | s * 
F , 
; * 
x 
F e | 
. 
* 
. 
, 
. 
« 
* * 1 
.* 
» 
5 
* 4 | 
« 
= N " 
; 
. 
* 
7 * 
* - . 
# * ; 
* 4 
f 
= 


X JT 
n . 
* 
-- 
wy 
b * 
» * * P ; | 
- 
* 
2 a D 
*'4 
| 4 
* 
* 1 g 
: * 
* 
* 
* 
* 
% \ | 
0 * 
* * no 
* 
| - 
4. 
— * | 
>» 2016 = * 
| * 
* 922 2 f 3 
75 N | | | 
* 
. 
| - 
; H —_ . 
K | 
* L : | | 
| = 
; * 
- 
4 — 
. - 
* 
” 
* 
| . 
* 
| » 
ol 
_— 
| . 
ny | 
: uy 
* 


Dear Brethren, 


IN ſuch a time as this, when innumerable er- 
rors and hereſies, many of them damnable in 
their nature, do greatly abound; and the love 
of many waxeth cold. {And when ſo many 
falſe prophets, the teachers of theſe. bereſies, 
are gone out into world; it ſurely concerns e- 
very friend of truth; every real lover of God 
and man, to try the ſpirits whether they are of 
God: for by the propagation of ſuch hereſies, 
God is greatly diſhogoured, and the beſt inte- 
| reſts of men greatly endangered and the dan- - 
ger is peculiarly increaſed, from the conſidera- 
tion, that all theſe erroneous teachers, pretend 
to graft their opinions, upon the higheſt autho- 
rity—the holy (ſcriptures. And aſſume the high- 
eſt zeal for the honour of God, and advance- 
ment of the cauſe of truth” | 


In ſuch a time as this, I ſay, when not only 
old errors are revived, and gaining ground, but 
new errors affecting the doctrine, worſhip, diſ- 
eipline and government of the church of God, 
are ſpringing up every day, ſurely every well- 
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wiſher to Zion and her Glorious Head, ought 


to ſearch the ſcriptures, whether theſe things 
are fo, and feel himſelf bound, by the word of 
Goc, and our folemn covenants, to. oppoſe-to 
the utmoſt of his power, in his place and ſta- 

tion, all innovations in the doctrine, worſhip, 
_ diſcipline and government of the church, not 
founded upon the word of God. | 


In ſuch a time as this, when God appears 
to be coming out of his place, to puniſh the in- 
habitants of the world for their iniquity. And 
in particular this guilty apoſtate nation, for all 
* their abominations, eſpecially their breach 'of 
covenant, ſhedding the blood of his prophets 
and righteous men, 'overthrow' of our covenant 
reformation, and the encouragement given to 
Popery and Papiſts in theſe covenanted lands. 
It ſurely becomes thoſe, who profeſs to main- 
tain the whole of that covenant reformation, to 
ſee thar they ſtand on ſure ground; that they 
be ſtedfaſt in the faith once delivered to the 

ſaints, that they ſay not a confederacy with all 
them that ſay a confederacy, neither fear their 
fear, and to beware leſt any man ſpoil us thro? 
philoſophy and vain deceit—to beware not on- 
ly of men and their erroneous 'opinions without 
the pale of our church; but alſo of men that 
ariſe even from among ourſelves, ſpeaking per- 
verſe things, to draw away diſciples aſter them. 


J have been led out to theſe latter reflections 
on occaſion of a pamphlet lately publiſhed, ad- 


1 

dreſſed to the Chriſtian people under the in- 
ſpection of the Reformed Preſbytery, concerning 
the more frequent diſpenſing of the Lord's ſupper, 
the author whereof deſigns himſelf to be one of 
themſelves. A number of copies of ſaid pam- 
phlet having been tranſmitted ro me by a mem- 
ber of the Glaſgow congregation to diſperſe ; 
I returned them to the perſon who fent them, 
accompanied with a letter, containing what ap- 
peared to me a brief refutation of ſome of 
the chief arguments. Soon afterwards I receiv- 
ed an anſwer in ſupport of the addreſs, from 
ſaid member, to which I again made a return, 
entering more largely into a refutation of the 
doctrines contained both in it, and the anſwer 
to my former letter. A copy of theſe lettets, 
having been ſeen by a number of the moſt re- 
ſpectable characters in our community, we 
approved by them as entcring fomewhat into 
the ſpirit of the matter. And ſome perſons, 
whoſe opinions I very highly reſpect, urged me 
to publiſh them, on the idea, that they might 
be uſeful, and if received by the community 
might be in fome ſort an oppoſite teſtimony a- 
gainſt the erroneous notions advanced in the 
addreſs. I have therefore publiſhed them in 
the form of an anſwer to his book, 


And though ſome may indeed think, that as 
the addreſs was rejected, and almoſt univerſally 
returned from every congregation in our com- 
munity ; whereby a kind of private teſtimony 
was given againſt it; therefore it is unneceſſary 


=_ ('s) 
to take any farther notice of that book, —and 


that it would be more adviſeable to let it ſiok 
down peaceably into its kindred duſt, 


— Neverthelek, for the —. — ſpecified above, 

and on account that, the addreſs has met the 
approbation of ſome few individuals, in one or 
two congregations of our community; as well 
as ſome other parties in the land; I thought it 
ſomewhat neceſſary to publiſh to you my own 
reaſons for rejecting the doctrines of that pam- 
phlet, as by the bleſſing of God it might tend 
to confirm thole of the ſame ſentiments with 
myſelf—and by breaking in pieces that potſherd 
covered with ſilver droſs, might diſcover the 
miſtake to thoſe wha had thought it ſuch a pre- 
cious thing. I hope, therefore, brethren, what 
I have faid above will ſuffice as an apology 
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CHRISTIAN BRETHREN, 


THE aurhor of the pamphlet, concerning the tore. 
frequent diſpenſation of the Lord's ſupper, has very 
properly begun his addreſs, by obſerving, that: the 


« ſcripthres are the ſupreme, and our ſtandards the + 


« ſubordinate, rule of faith and manners: - and that 
& all circumſtances whether relating to the matter, 
© or manner, of goſpel worſhip, ought to be aban- 
© doned, which are not conformable to theſe vene- 
&© rable guides.” I mean therefore to try, how far 
the doctrines he has advanced, in his addreſs, are con- 
formable to theſe rules. 535 
The general poſitions he has laid down, are theſe: 
— That our infrequency, in diſpenſing the ordinance 
of the Lord's ſupper, is a palpable deviation from the 
precept contained in the words of inſtitution, and de- 
ducible from the nature of the ordinance. But, as 
frequency is an indefinite term, and different perſons 
are apt to attach very different ideas td it—it is there- 
fore neceſſary to fix upon ſomething that may be re- 
lied upon, as a proper rule of the frequency to be ob- 
ſerved by the church in diſpenſing that ordinance.— 
That rule he finds in the practice of the apoſtles, and 
apoſtolic church, as recorded in Acts, chap. ii. ver. 
42.—chap. xx. ver. 7.— This practice. he aſcertains 
to be, the diſpenſing of the Lord's ſupper every ſab- 
bath, or as often as other public ordinances of religi- 


(6 8. ) 
4 v a; 


ons worſhip were diſpenſed. The practice of the apo» 
ſtolic church, thus aſcertained, he inſinuates, in diffe- 
rent places of his book, to have a preceptive binding 
farce upon all Chriſtians, as a rule of frequency—a 
rule farther corroborated by the practice of the church 
immediately ſucceeding the apoſtolic.— He likewiſe 
affirms, that our infrequency is condemned by the 
practice of the reformed churches, and the rules ot 
our Directory —and that the rules of our Directory, 

und the apoſtolic frequency, are rendered utterly im- 
practicable by our multiplicity of week. day ſervices— 
and that theſe week. day ſervices have no warrant from 
the word of God, or the example of any church, prior 
to the middle of the 17th century.— All which poſi- 
tions, and the arguments adduced in ſupport of them, 
J ſhall conſider in the order in which they lye in his 
book. I only ſtop here to obſerve, that, notwithſtand- 
ing all he ſays about the practice of the apoſtles, the apo- 


ſtolie churches, the reformed churches, and rules of the 


Directory, he freely admits, in the very entry, that 
66 there is no injunction, in the word of God, ſtating, 
«© what preciſe interval of time ſhould elapſe between 
e the different periods at which that ordinance ſhould 
«be diſpenſed in any particular congregation.” —and. 
it is ſpecially to be obſerved, that he makes all hi; 
rules of frequency, ultimately, to bend to the exter- 
nal circumſtances of the church. His doctrine, there. 
fore, reſts upon a broad baſis indeed. We may pro- 
bably have occaſion to enq ire, in the courſe of the 
preſent work, whether the ſpiritual or the external 
circumſtances of the church are to be viewed as the 
chief rule of frequency in diſpenſing that ordinance.— 
I likewiſe obſerve, in his allegory, page 6th, that he 
has not ſo much as glanced at that, which, in ſuch a 
repreſentation, he ought to have bad principally in his 
eye, viz. 'the atonement made by our Lord Jeſus 


Chriſt, in his once offering himſelf up a ſacriſiee to ſa 


* 
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((es 
tis fy divine juſtice. Every eommiſſion of this kind is 
criminal, and deſerves to be ſeverely animadverted 
upon, the more ſo, as there was not the leaſt diffi- 
culty in introducing it into the allegory. I ſhouly 
certainly. have expected. that. ſuch à mighty zealot, 
for the more frequent celebration of the memorials 6f 
his death; would have had one of the principal ob. 


jects of it more in his thoughts. | o 


He now proceeds to aſcertain the practice of the 
apoſtolic age; and the firſt text he quotes for this 
purpoſe is Acts ii. 42. And they continued ſtedfaſtly in 
the apoftle's doctrine, and in fellowſhip, and in breat. 
ing of bread, and in- prayer. Here the only thing he 
has io found his argument upon, is breaking of bread 
being claſſed along with the other duties of prayer 
and fellowſhip; Which I doubt not might be then fre- 
quent. However, all that is certain from the paffage 
is only this that theſe converts were ſtedfaſt in tlie 
faith, or perſevered in the apoſtle's doctrine; and 
practiſed the other duties of fellowſhip, breaking of 
bread, and ſocial: prayer. But how often, or after 
what interval of time, they practiſed either one or o- 
ther of theſe duties, is not even hinted at here, or 
any where elſe in the New Teſtament that I kadw of, 
Neither does it occur to me, that theſe Chriſtians 
would ever think of practiſing theſe duties alike fre- 
quently ; as there is manifeſtly a vaſt difference in the 
native exerciſe and importance of each of them. Be- 
ſides although the duties thetnſelves no doubt require 
practice, yet neither our tranſlatton continued Redfa/t- 
ly, ner the words in the original, have any ſuch figni- 
feation as either rautine or practice; but only a firm 
adherence to ag thing, as 2 principle, or as a truth. 
And we all know, that perſons may adhere to certain 
things as truths, which yet circumſtances may not ad! 
mit the preſent practice of. Neither can the paſfage 
well be conſidered as having a retroſpective view; it 
only holds out to us, W tx ſtate of mind, pro- 
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feſſion, or reſolution of theſe converts: for the fact is, 
they were but juſt converted, and had little time to 
practiſe either one or other of theſe duties. 
be next text he quotes is verſe 26. where break- 
ing of bread, houſe by houſe, (as it is in the origi- 
nal,) is thought by the writer of the addreſs, to be a 
complete evidence of its very frequent adminiſtration. 
So think I, But here I muſt interpoſe a very impor- 
tant query; Was it ſo frequently adminiſtered to the 
fame perſons? And I think the anſwer muſt be—No. 
The very circumſtances in the relation decidedly prove 
the contrary, The point at iſſue is not, whether the 
ſacrament in that age, and in very peculiar circum- 
ſtances, might happen to be diſpenſed as often as the 
other public ordinances of religious worſhip were ; 
bur whether the /ame perſons regularly enjoyed that 
ordinance as often as they enjoyed the other ordi- 
nances? and except this be proven, nothing is proven 
at all. In the apoſtolic age, the external circum- 
ſtances of the church were ſo unfavourable, (being 
generally under perfecution,) that though they did 
not deter the Chriſtians from celebrating that ordi- 
nance in a domeſtic way, in private houſes, yet they 
rendered the more public celebration of it in a nume- | 
rous and large communion, abſolutely impracticable. 
They had not churches; and we cannot ſuppoſe the 
Jews would aſford them the uſe of their ſynagogues 
for that purpoſe; the nature and import of that ordi- 
nance being ſuch that we cannot even imagine the 
very ſight of its diſpenſation could be borne by the un- 
believing Jews; it being a repreſentation of the death 
of Chriſt, whereof the Jews were the chief inſtru- 
ments. And ſo we find the great quarrel their rulers 
had with the. apoſtles, Acts v. 28. was not only thai 
they had filled Jerafalem with their doctrine; but eſ- 
pecially becauſe, ſay they, ye intend to bring this 
% man's blood upon ns.” -In the ſucceeding age, the 
church was in no better circumſtances, conſequently, 
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though the apoſtles and elders had been exerciſed in 


that way every day, xet in that mode of diſpenſing it 
to a few perſons at a time, in private houſes, a conſi- 


derable ſpace of time muſt neceſſarily elapſe, before they 


could go over thirty or forty thouſand people, in dif- 
pevſing it but once to them. —T heſe things, in my o- 
pinion, ſufficiently account for the Chriſtians in theſe 
ages, their appearing to be ſo conſtantly exerciſed in 
partaking of that ordinance. FE 

Another text he quotes is, Acts xx. 7. And upon 


the firſt day of the week, when the diſciples came toge- 


ther to break bread, Paul preached, &c.— This pore 
tion of ſcripture, according to our tranſlation, ſeems 
t» make the moſt for his purpoſe, as if their coming 
together on the firſt day of the week to break bread, 
had been a regular practice in that congregation, like 
a thing coming round in a ſetiled order and courſe, 
which every body knows of —But the text in the ori- 
ginal is exceedingly different, and tranſlated as it 
ought to be, gives a very different idea of the matter. 
In the original it reads, And upon the firſt day of the 
week, the diſciples having been collected together, to 


break bread, Paul preached, &c,—Here it is proper 


for me to obſcrve, that it is not the ſignification of the 
word collected, but the time in which it is placed in the 
original, upon which I lay the chief ſtreſs. —If the 
word had been put in the preſent time, ſo as to make 
the text run thus: And upon the firſt day of the 
week, the diſciples being collected together, &c. the 
import would have been conſiderably different; but 
the time in which the word in the original is placed, 
admits of no other tranſlation than, having been collec- 
ted l therefore obſerve, that as the word collected 
neceſſarily implies agency, ſo the time in which it is 
put, — having been,—implies, or gives us an idea, that 
it was on account of ſome ſpecial occaſion, for which 
they were collected, as well as ſpecial purpoſe, viz. 
to break bread.— The diſciples at Troas hearing of 
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Paul's intention to be there, by ſeven brethren he had 
ſent down ſome few days before him, we may readily 
ſuppoſe, they embraced the favourable opportunity of 
Paul's preſence” and adminiſtration, to celebrate the 
communon oh he enſuing Sabbath; and therefore 
they uſed meantgb inform the congregation. 
bis property explains the reaſon of uſing the terms 
having bees collected; for it is manifeſt, that ſuch terms 
neither weld; nor could with any propriety have been 
uſed, in reference to 2 thing, that every perſon knew 
of, and would of courſe attend without any warning or 
collecting; ſuch as the preaching of the word, on the 
firſt day of the week. —Every perſon knew char-it was 
vfual und cuſtomary. It is therefore plain, iliat theſe 
_ Chriſtians had no ſuch ſettled order among them of 
4 the communion every Sabbath, otherwiſe 

had no more need of warning and collecting for 
* than they had to hear the goſpel preach- 
ed, Where there was a preaching elder ſtationed. —I 
obſeror here, that breaking of bread being the oſten- 
fble purpoſe for which the church at Troas were 
warned, likewiſe points out unto us, very forcibly, that 
they were impreſſed with a ſenſe, that ſpecial prepa- 
ration was neceſſary, otherwiſe why warn them at all; 
they would have come together on the firſt day of the 
week at any rate, to hear the word. On the other 
hand, if they would have come together on the firſt 
day of the weck to hear the word, then where was 
the ſenſe of warning the church of a purpoſe to break 
bread, if breaking of bread had regularly accompa- 
nied the preaching of the word in a ſettled order and 
courſe, as was already noticed —I think it likewiſe 
merits our particular obſervation, that in all places where 
churches had been formerly planted, we have no ac- 
count of the apoſtle Paul's breaking bread when 
preaching in "wy of them, but in this one inſtance — 
In Acts xvi, 13. ew ſeems to be a Full account of 


a 1 
* * 


( 13 .) 


his whole public exerciſe on the Gobduck, n any 
ſuch enjoyment by the church. | 
I only further remark, with reſpect to our common 
tranſlation of this text, Ads xx. 7- that as theſe words, 
And upon the firſt day of the week, when the dvſciples 
came together to break bread, and the words, as have 
given them from the original, And upon the fi day 
of the week, the diſciples having. been collefled a. — 
10 break bread, are of very different import: then 1 
fay, that either our common tranſlation, or mine, dots 
nor in this inſtance fully expreſs the mind of the Spi- 
rit of God — But if the tranſlation that I have given 
of the text de the only proper one. then | ſay, that it 
only does fully expreſs the mind of the/vpirit, by gi- 
ving us a jult ſtatement of the fact. The original lan- 
guage in which the ſcriptures were wrote, is to be our 
laſt reſort in all matters of controverſy.— In all matters 
of faith and practice, the penmen of theſe ſeriptures of 
the New Teſtament were not only divinely inſpired, 
but had the extraordinary giſt, that of tongues beſtow- 
ed upon them, whereby they perfectly underſtood the 
idiom and meaning of theſe languages, as well as the 
moſt learned of the natives did; and conſcious thai what 
they wrote, was to be the ſtandard of truth to all ge- 
nerations, every word they uſed was ſpecially choſen, 
fully ro expreſs the mind of the Spirit of God —We 
mult therefore look upon the original, as preciſcly ex- 
preſſing the mind of the Spirit, and have recourſe to 
it, whenever we have any doubt that our rranflation 
does not; and when we can attain to the preciſe ſig ni- 
fication of the original, then we may preſume, chat we 
have the exact mind of the Spirit. 3 
In an epiſtle I received from one of the addreſſer's 
brethren, there is an additional, paſſage of ſcripture 
brought in to ſupport the ev 1 hall york 
verbatim. | 
' + That the church; in he apoſtolic age, mate the 
* diſpenſation of this ordinance ordiaarily a part of 
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tc their public religious worſhip, appears alſo from 
« 1 Cor. xi. 17.; the apoſtle tells them, they came not 
© together for the better, but for the worſe; and, 
« downwards, he reproves them concerning this or- 
“ dinance, ver. 20. When ye come together into one 
% place, this is not to eat the Lord's ſupper.— The 
Dutch annotation on this verſe is: Foraſmuch as 
« unlawful eating is as not eating, which leads us to 
'< underſtand, that here the apoſile is-ſharply reproving 
© them for their conduct reſpecting this ordinance, 
&« And from theſe verſes, in connection with the con- 
« text, it appears, that their ordinary coming together 
1 for public religious worſhip, was in order to cele- 
brate this with the other ordinances of divine inſti- 
e tution; if otherwiſe, where the propriety of ſaying, 
& they came together not for the better, but for the 
« worſe; when his reproof chiefly reſpects this ordi- 
*« nance, without qualifying, by adding, when ye come 
eto diſpenſe the Lord's ſupper, If che had been ſo 
„ ſeldom employed that way as our church, the a- 
66 ere language does not appear very intelligible.“ 

he above quotation is not indeed very intelligible; 
but the apoſtle's language is very intelligible. The 
writer of this epiſtle, from which the quotation is 
made, (which epiſtle, by the bye, is entirely in the 
addreſſers ſtile and language.) The writer, I ſay, if 
I- underſtand him right, imagines that what is ſaid in 
verſes 17, 18, 19. relates wholly to one thing, viz. the 
diſpenſation of the word. And what is ſaid from 
verſe 20th and downwards, relates to the diſpenſation 
of the Lord's ſupper ; and that the coming together, 
in verſes 17, 18, 19 and 20. relates to one occaſion 
of diſpenſing both ordinances, This is entirely a miſ- 
take. In verſe 17, he ſays, they came together no! 
for the better, but for the worſe; and thar this is 
meant of their coming together to eat the Lord's ſup- 
per, is clear from what the apoſtle ſays in the two 
concluding verſes of the chapter. Wherefore, my bre- 
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thren, when ye come together to cat, tarry one for ano- 


ther. And if any man hunger, let him eat at home, 
that ye come not together into condemnation. Here is 2 
full explanation of what the apoſtle had faid in verſe 
17, that they came together not for the better, bur 
for the worſe, viz. that they came together into con- 
demnation; as well as of the purpoſe of their coming 
together—to eat the Lord's ſupper. Bur then in verſes 
18 and 19, the apoſtle manifeſtly breaks off to a diffe- 
rent ſubject, time, and purpoſe, altogether. —PFor, firſt 
of all, ſays he, when ye come together in the church, 
hear that there are diviſions and hereſies among you, 
&c, Theſe he reproves them for, as the bitter root, 
from whence their corrupt practice ſprung. And what 
he ſays on theſe two verſes, evidently relates to the diſ- 
penfation pf the word. —Then, in verſe 2oth, he re- 
ſumes the ſubjet he had begun in verſe 17th, and 
fays, When ye come together therefore into one place, this 
is not to eat the Lord's ſupper—and ſo on—Now, is it 
not plain, that this diverſity of time, and occaſion, and 
purpoſe, fo clearly laid down by the apoſtle, inconteſ- 
tibly eſtabliſhes this fact,. —That the church met fre- 
quently for the diſpenſation of the word, when they 
did uot celebrate the Lord's ſupper. . 

With reſpe& to the opinions of commentators the 
addreſſer quotes, they all of them, either ſpeak in du- 
bious or indefinite terms, with reſpect to the celebra- 
tion of the Lord's ſupper every Sabbath, or elſe go 
upon the ſame miſtaken notions with himſelf.— The 
extracts from Moſheim are much in the ſame predica- 
ment. 

He next ſpends, to little purpoſe, a number of pa- 
ges, in tracing the circumſtances © which occaſioned 
* that mournful deviation from the apoſtolic and pri- 
* mitive practice, which unhappily took place during 
„ the dark ages.“ This great deviation, he ſays, com- 
menced upon the elevation of Conſtantine to the pur- 
ple, at the beginning of the fourth century, and the 
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conſequent legal eſtabliſhment of Chriſtianity, which 
cauſed a ſudden irruption of myriads of carnal hea- 
thens into the vilible church, who: were induced 
to take on the profeſſion of Chriſtianity, from no 
higher motives than worldly intereſt.— And ſo, he 
ſays, to imagine that a regular and conſcientious 

« obſervation of the Lord's ſupper, would be ſtudied 
« by them, would moſt certainly be, to expect grapes 
from thorus, aud fizs from thiſtles.“ Here, I beg 
Jeave to ſay; he has entirely loſt ſight of his own doc- 
trine; for as (according to him) the ſacrament was re- 
gularly diſpenſed every Lord's day, if not oftener, in 
the eaſtern empire at ſeaſt, down to the ſeventy cen- 
tury.— Vet, notwithſtanding of this, he ſays, ** from 
* rhe opening of the fourth century, there ſeems to 
e have been a manifeſt inattention, if hot an open diſ- 
< regard, of the regular and conſciemious obſervation 
< of this ordinance, by a conſiderabſe number of pro- 
« feſſing Chriſtians.” - And you will particularly ob- 
ſerve, that be acconnts for all this, by the prevailing 
carnality of that age.— But, according to his illegiti- 
mate rule of reaſoning, (page 64th, in an appeal to 
facts,) ſuch a frequent diſpenſation of the Lord's ſup- 
per as then obtained, ſhovid-have cured all that carna- 
lity.— Hexe he is qume bemired; and no wonder, for, 
with all his knowledge of antient church hiſtory, with 
Moſheim, and Niſbet, and Erſkine, and Randal, and 
Gibbon, and Robertſon at his back, he ſceins to have 
bur little knowledge of the real cauſe of that woful 
declenſion from Chriſtianity, and its ordinances, i in the 
eaſtern empire —This was the corruption of the doc- 
trines of Chriſtianity.— In theſe ages; the great rage a- 
mong Chriſtians, (to ſpeak in the faſhienable ſtyle of 
the preſent day,) was the converſion of the heathens; 
the more, eſſectually to accompliſh this, they took the 
Mail uuſcriptural way imaginable: this was by adop- 
ting ino tbe Chriſtian ſyſtem; many of che Pagan rites 
and tenets, in a chriſtianized form, —and paganizing 
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the Chriſtian rites and doctrines, by adapting them to 
Pagan ideas; by which means, Chriſtianity came to 
be totally corrupted: and when the ordinances were 
thus deprived of their purity, no wonder they loſt their 
power and attraction. | 

Upon the whole, therefore, on this part of the ſub- 
je, I obſerve, that there is not the ſmalleſt evidence, 
that the primitive Chriſtians enjoyed this ordinance as 
often as they enjoyed the other public ordinances of 
religious worſhip.— And though I am firmly of opi- 
nion, as well as the addrefler, that they were more 
frequently engaged in celebrating this ordinance than 
we are; yetl believe it on very different grounds from 
him: I believe it on account of the very high ſpiritual 
circumſtances of the church in theſe days, in conſe- 
quence of the remarkable outpouring of the Spirit 
propheſied of by Joel, as quoted by the apoſtle Peter. — 
whereby ſuch an eminent degree of knowledge, faith, 
love, holineſs, &c. was wrought in the hearts of Chriſ- 
tians, by the means and miniſtry of the word. 

I have been the more careful to enquire into the 
apoſtolic practice, becauſe his great object is, to eſta- 
bliſh it as a rule of frequency to all ſucceeding 
churches; and becauſe every apoſtolic practice ſeems, 
at firſt ſight, to carry ſanction alongſt with it. But the 
apoſtolic practice in this matter, ſuppoſing it clearly 
aſcertained to have been as frequent as the addrefler 
maintains, yet is no more than a rule ruled: it can be 
no rule of frequency to any other church, except thar 
church was in the ſame good ſpiritual circumſtances 
with the apoſtolic church. 

ThE SPIRITUAL CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE CHURCH, 
OR THAT PARTICULAR MEASURE OF GRACE AP- 
PEARING IN THE CHURCH, conſiſting in knowledge 
of ſpiritual things, faith, love, joy, peace, ſpiritual 
mindedneſs, &c. being the fruits of the Spirit and 
word, connected with the nature of the. ordinance, 
and the more external circumſtances of the church, 
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conſtitute the only rule by which the apoſtolic church, 


and the apoſtles themſelves were governed, and by 
which the church of God ever was, and is to be go- 
verned, in meaſuring the frequency of celebrating 
that ordinance of the ſupper, to the end of time.— 
Of theſe fruits, this ordinance is not at all the parent, 
but the nurſe ;—and theſe fruits, the church repreſen- 
tative, the ſpiritual watchmen, are carefully to obſerve, 
and in ſuch proportion, as they ſhall appear to abound, 
increaſe, or decreaſe, ſo ſhould they adapt the frequen- 
cy of this ordinance. As this ordinance is only calcu- 
lated and appointed to nouriſh and cheriſh theſe fruits 
of the Spirit and word. What poſition can be more 
clear than this: That, in caſe there were no frui:s, the 
ſacrament could not be diſpenſed at all. —What | have 
advanced above, has been the —_ ſenſe of rhe 
church in her purity, as I hope 1 ſhall be able ſuffici- 
ently to inſtru. —Our Lord's maxim is, Give net 
that which is holy to dogs. —Have there not been in- 
ſtances in our own land, in former times, of pariſhes 
where miniſters durſt not diſpenſe the ſacrament for 
years, on account of the ignorance and profanity of 
the people? The addreſſer takes it into his head, 
that if the goſpel is frequently preached, there mnſ: 
needs be correſponding fruit, —This is his grand mit- 
take: — Does he not know, that the goſpel may be 
preached every day, and yer there may be little or no 
fruit, if it be not mixed with faith in them that hear 
i:?—The church may reſemble a fair ſpreading tree, 
ſull of leaves, when lo! there are only two or three 
berrics on the top of the uppermeſt bough, four or 
five on the outmoſt branches. ln fuch circumſtance; 
of the church, is a very frequent diſpenſation of this 
ordinance at all proper? Certainly not. But let us 
try, after the example of the addreſſer, if we can i!- 
juſtrate the matter byvan appeal to facts. The church 
of Corinth, for inſtance, had the goſpel frequently 
preached;—there had been fameons preachers there, 
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viz. Paul, Apollos, Cephas, Aquila, Stephanus, For- 
tunatus, Achaicus, Timotheus; but, it would appear, 
the word preached had not been mixed with faith ; 
they wanted knowledge in ſpiritual things; for they 
were but babes: - they were carnal;—for there were 
hereſits, envyings, ſtrifes, diviſions, and many other 
' ſad diſorders among them; and, like the addreſſer and 
his brethren, they would have the Lord's ſupper diſ- 
penſed frequently among them. But where were the 
fruits to nouriſh and cheriſh? Their conduct, in cele. 
brating this ordinance, was of a piece with the reſt of 
their behaviour; and what was the upſhot of it? in- 
ſtead of receiving ſirength and nouriſhment, many were 
weak and ſickly among them, and many ſlept. Such 
being the ſtate, and ſuch the conſequences, would it 
not have been more adviſcable, for the preſbyters at 
Corinth, to have delayed the diſpenſation of that or- 
dinance, until the church, through the grace of God, 
had been in better ſpiritual circumſtances? Another in- 
ſtance I ſhall mention, is that of a neighbouring church, 
with upwards of 10,000 clergy, conſequently we may 
ſuppoſe the gofpe] frequently preached. There this 
ordinance is diſpenſed every month, and if it has done 
ſuch gond, as the addreſſer fays, even under one of 
its moſt ſuperſtitious rites, thatof kneeling, what high 
ellects may we not expect on the lives and converſa- 
tons of that people from this frequency? No ſuch. 
thing. We ſce that people, whatever be the caufe, 
ſunk in ignorance, carnality, and every vice; but, in. 
the true ſpirit of the addreſſer, this ordinance is every 
thing, to them. And ſo you ſhall find nine-tenths of 
them reſting in full ſecurity as to their ſpiritual ſtate, 
upon the mere outward act of receiving the facra- 
ment. MY PR 
Emerging now from the darkneſs of the dark a- 
ges, the addreſſer gladly viſits there alms of reforma- 
ton light: and, firſt, he quotes the opinion of Cal- 
din, Which, from his (Calvin) quotation from Ads ii. 
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I ſuppoſe to be formed upon the practice of the apo- 
ſtolic church, then under the preſſure of unfavourable 
circumſtances, and is therefore of very little weight in 
the diſpute. He then proceeds to adduce a few facts, 
tending to aſcertain the ſentiments and practice of our 
- own church, during the Reformation and covenanting 
periods. — One fact he mentions here, and in ſundry 
other parts of his book, is, That our Reformers, prior 
ro 1562, were in uſe to celebrate this 'ordinance once 
a- month. Suppoſe I ſhould give him credit for this 
fact, it will ſerve his purpoſe very little; for it is par- 
ticularly to be remarked, that prior to 1562, the con- 
dition of the church was nearly ſimilar to what it was 
in the apoſtles days. ln the firſt period of our Refor- 


mation from Popery, believers were all claſſed toge- 


ther; were of one mind, gave the beſt evidence of the 

poſſeſũon of grace we can have in this world, particu- 
larly in their ſtedfaſtneſs under the ſevereſt perſecution 
for the wotd's ſake.—Under ſuch high attainments 
the ordinance could ſcarcely be too often adminiſtered, 
— But the ſtate of things was very different poſterior 
to 1562, and 1638, believers and unbelievers were then 
blended together—perſecution had then ceaſed—reli- 


gion came into vogue, and the profeſſion of it the 


door of admifſion into- all places of honour, power, 
and profit; whereby great numbers of ignorant, car- 
nal, and profane perſons, got into the church. Great 
caution was therefore neceſſary in diſpenſing this ordi- 
nance; and in ſome parithes, as was before noticed, 
the generality of the people were ſo profane and igno- 
rant, that miniſters durſt nor diſpenſe it among them 
for years, —His other facts are from the firſt book of 
Diſcipline, which ordains, That the table of the Lord 
thall be miniſtered four times a-year.—The ſecond is 
the Act of Aſſembly 1562, which ordains, that it be 
celebrate four times a-year in towns, and twice a-year 
in the country.— The third fact is, the Act of Aﬀem- 
bly at Glaſgow, 1638, renewing the AQ of 1562. 
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With reſpect to the above acts, I obſerve, that they 
were framed in the pureſt times, and by the greateſt 
men our church ever produced:— John Knox, the 
Henderſons, the Gilleſpies, the Blairs, &c. with whom 
the addreſſer, in his Appendix, has had the boldnefs 
to claſs himſclf. Theſe men, if they had been alive, 
would have ſpurned him from their ſociety ;—nor will 
their names add any ſanction to his wild unprincipled 
theory: their views of the matter were quite the re- 
verſe of his, as I hope to make evident to every un- 
prejudiced perſon (to uſe, for once, a hackneyed term 
of the addreſſer's.) But how is the addreſſer con- 
ſiſtent with himſelf, and his own doctrine, in applaud- 
ing theſe acts, which ſanctioned ſuch a vaſt deviation 
from the apoſtolic frequency, of which it was only a 
thirteenth part,—and defection from the practice of 
the church prior to 1562, of which it was only a third 
of the frequency?—how will he account for all this? 
8 He cannot ſay there were natural obſtacles at theſe pe- 
riods; for they were removed; the church was then 
= ſettled in peace, in purity, and in power.—As for mo- 
ral obſtacles he acknowledges none in his whole book, 
except habits and prejudices; and yet moral obſtacles 
vere the real cauſes of the limitation in queſtion; but 
they were rather of a different kind from his, viz. ig- 
norance of the doctrines of the goſpel, carnality, and 
profanity, ſuch a number of profane, ignorant, carnal 
profeſſors, having then got into the church, a great 
number of pariſhes, being compoſed almoſt wholly of 
perſons of this deſcription, combined with the _ 
of faithful miniſters to diſpenſe the word. — Theſe 
were the obſtacles, my brethren, that made it neceſ- 
fary to reduce the frequency. 

Before he diſmiſſes theſe acts entirely, he proceeds 
to remark, —* That the framers of theſe acts ſeem to 
<* have intended the fore-mentioned as the fewe# num- 
< ber of times, in ordinary caſes, that were to be occupi- 
ed in diſpenſing this ordinance; but were by no means 
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intended to preclude any pariſh, or number of pa. 
« riſhes, from diſpenſing as frequently as their circum- 
& ſtances (external circumſtances no doubt he means) 
* wou)Jd permir;—and that the number of times, men- 
„ tioned in the firſt book of Diſcipline, are to be thus 
„ qualified, is undeniably evident,“ he ſays, © from 
its own words, which run thus; —We do not deny, 
„but any feveral kirk, for reaſonable cauſes, may 
„ change the time, and may miniſter oftener, but we 
* ſtudy to repreſs ſuperſtition.” Strange, that any 
man, with his eyes open, ſhould draw ſuch a conclu— 


ſion from a paragraph, which carries the flat contrary 


in the very face of it.—Whar he means here, by r- 
dinary caſes, it is impoſſible for me preciſely ro fay,— 
rom his general mode of reaſoning, and the ſtructure 
of the paragraph quoted, it would appear, that he 
means a ſtate of pertecution, trouble, and external op- 


preſſion of the church; in which cafe, ſour times 


were the feweſt: but in a (tate of external peace and 
tranquillity, then they might ditpenſe the ordinance as 
frequently as that ſtate of peace permitted :—or does 


he mean fome very unfavourable local circumſtances? = 


then almoſt every pariſh muſt have been in fuch cir- 
cumſtances; for our reformers ſpeak in that paragraph, 

quoted from the book of Diſcipline, as if they expected 
but a very few exceptions.—But how will all this, at 
any rate, accord with facts? — Was not the church, 

prior to 1562, under perſecution, and in a ſtate of great 
oppreſſion, and yer, e to him, they diſpenſed 
this ordinance every month? - After that period, when 
they were in a ſtate of peace and tranquillity, and no 
external obſtacle to prevent them from diſpenſing once 
a- week, if they had choſe, yet they reſtricted it to four 
times a-year.—lIs it not clear, therefore, if we would 
not wiſh to charge the addreſſer's inconſiſtencies up- 
on our reformers, that the cafes and circumſtances they 
Lad in their eye, were of a very different kind From 


khoſc he goes upon? Poſterior to 1562, the fpiricual 
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circumſtances of the church at large, were, in ſome 
reſpects, much worſe than before it for 
though, after that period, the church contained all 
that noble party of believers, which compoſed the 
church prior to 1562, —yet the influx of ſuch a great 
number of profeſſors, of very ſuſpicious character, at 
that period, gave to the church a very different com- 
plexion from what it bore before it, notwithſtanding 
of the high attainments then made in doctrine, wor- 
ſhip, and diſcipline; ſo that we are to view the reſtrie- 
tion exactly in the oppoſite light to that in which tlie 
W 2ddrefſer has viewed it, viz. four times, as the great- 
Neſt number, in ordinary caſes; by which I mean, the 
general ſpiritual ſtate of the church, and oftener than 
our times in pariſhes who were in better ſpiritual cir- 
WT cumſtances than the generality, —and no doubt more 
ſcldom in thoſe pariſhes who were in worſe. — This 
Naclauſe, in the firſt book of Diſcipline, is likewiſe evi— 
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by dently meant to obviate the objections of Papiſts, as 
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8 if they had ſaid - you have now aboliſhed Popery, and 


ve do not ſce but you are ſetting up another religion 
upon the very ſame principles. We limited the time 

0 a certain number in the year, and you have done 
the very ſame thing. —We aitrifted the diſpepſaion 
Ec! the ordinance to certain terms; and this is juſt 
hat you have done.—No, ſay our Reformers, though 
uc have moved the diſpenſation from your ſuperſtit- 
eus terms, we do not mean to fix it immoveably on 
any day, or days:—any ſeveral kirk, for reaſunable 
cauſes, may change the time: and though, in the pre- 
ſent ſituation of the church at large, we think four 
WT times in the year, as often as may tend in general to 
= c\\fication:—yet we' do not deny, but any ſeveral kirk, 
8 /-” 1ca/onable cauſes, may miniſter oftener. What theſe 
gg !- afonabic cauſes are, we ſhail ſee in that head of the 
Directory, relating to the diſpenſation of the ſacra— 
ment, which the addreſſer has ſo miſcrably garbled, 


in page 39th of his book.—It begins thus :—* The 


ſpeak unto them as unto ſpiritual, but as unto carnal: 
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e communion, or ſupper of the Lord, is frequently Wl 1 
e to be celebrated.” Here the addreſſer ſtops. He C 
got the word frequently, which he has marked in ita. 7 
lics, and that was enough for him. What follows, not 2 
being to his purpoſe, he very prudently overleaps it. * 
— The paragraph then proceeds. But how often, d. 
© may be conſidered, and determined by the miniſters Ve 
and other church governors of each congregation, d. 
„as they ſhall find moſt convenient, for the comfort fo 
% and edification of the people committed to their, 

« charge.” | a0 


beg the reader here to obſerve, that, in this para- 
graph, is clearly laid down the very principle upon 
which we have been proceeding all along. — Here is, 
firſt, the general doctrine of frequency, which we ne. 
ver denied. In the next place, the ſpiritual circum- 
ſtance of the church is manifeſtly ſuppoſed to be the 
rule of that frequency. There is another thing here, 
to which | deſire the reader's ſpecial attention, viz. Wl 
that the judges in this matter are not the people, but 
the ſpiritual watchmen, who are carefully to obſerve 
the ſpiritual ſtate of the church, and to adminiſter FR « 
what they ſhall judge convenient for it in that ſtate. 
The apoſtle tells the Corinthians, that he could not by 


he could not feed them with ſtrong meat, but with ec 
milk; for they were but babes. But, inſtead of the 
ſpiritual watchmen being the judges, the addreſſer, in — 
the true ſpirit of independency, wiſhes to eſtabliſh the V 
people as the judges in this matter; and therefore he It- 
addreſſes his book, not to the community at large, 
whereby we might ſuppoſe church rulers to be inclu- th 
ded; but, in clear contradiſtinction to this, only to the be 
people under the inſpection of theſe rulers; and the | 
whole drift of it is to preach up revolt from under the Wl <* 
yoke of theſe ſpiritual oppreſſors, who teach for doc- ſh 
trines the commandments of men, and, by ſubjecting in 
m 


them to a long train of week- day public ſervices, arc 
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doing all they can to overturn that liberty wherewith 
Chriſt has made his people free, and bring them a- 
gain into bondage, by turning them back to the ob- 
ſervance of theſe weak and beggarly elements of fait- 
days, ſacramental preparation ſermons, and preaching 
days. How iniquitous in the addreſſer, thus to per- 
vert the ſcripture, and wreſt our ſtandards of ortho- 
doxy. This, I hope, will more fully appear in our 
ſuture remarks. 

The addreſſer next goes on to obſerve, from the 
act of 1502, © That it ought to be viewed in the 
« ſame light, will appear more than probable, when 
&« jt is conſidered, that for ſome time after it had been 
« paſſed, the Lord's ſupper was in many places of the 
country diſpenſed once in each month; and that 
te this was allowed, if not intended, by the framers of 
te the act themſelves, is no leſs evident from one of its 
e enacting clauſes, which is as follows, That one uni- 
= © form order be kept, in the miniſtration of the ſacra- 
ments, according to the book of Geneva, called the book 
4% Common Order,—Now,” ſays he, the. book of 
Common Order contains the following clauſe : The 
day when the Lord's ſupper is miniſtred. which is 
commonly once a month, or ſo oft as the congregation 
ball think expedient, &c.” The addrefler now 
ceoncludes with an air of triumph.—* The reader, 
( (lays he) is deſired to determine, whether theſe 

J quotations do not compleatly eſtabliſh our poſition.“ 
We have ſcen how his former quotation eſtabliſhed 
it—we ſhall now try how far the preſent will. : 

The addreſſer would here make you believe, that 
the act of 1562, embraced every particular in the 
book of Common Order relating to the facrament ; 
can only tranſcribe to you at preſent, doctrine ſe- 
cond, in the ſum of the firſt book of Difcipline ; we 
ſhall fee how far it goes, to adopt what is contained 
in the book of Common Order relating to the ſacra- 
ment— it begins, 7. e of neceffity are 


1 


there a ſingle hint in all their acts about adopting the 


4 yourable local circumſtances of ſome pariſhes, which 


( 26 ) 


te foined with the word, which are two only, baptiſm 
% and the table of the Lord. The preaching of the 
c word muſt precede the miniſtration of the ſacruments: 
& all things ſhould be done according to the word ; no- 
* thing being added, nor yet diminiſhed. The ſacra- 
e ments ſhould be miniſtred after the order of the kirh 
&« of Geneva: all ceremonies and rites invented by men 
e ſhould be aboliſhed, and the fimple word followed 
4 in all points.” 

It is here ſaid, That the ſacraments ſhould be mini- 
red after the order of the kirk of Geneva. But can 
any perſon poſſibly imagine, conſidering what imme- 
diately goes before, and follows this, that it has any 
relation whatever to frequency, or that any thing ® 
more is meant, than that in the external action of 
adminiſtrating each of theſe two ſacraments, that 
form, or mode of diſpenſing, ſhould be adopted, 
which was practiſed in the Engliſh kirk of Geneva. 
All that our reformers ſeem to have had in their eye 
was, to diveſt the ſacraments of all theſe ſuperſtitious 
rites and ceremonies uſed by Papiſts, and not war- 
ranted by the word of God. This appears more fully 
in their Confeſſion of Faith on theſe heads. Nor is 


” 


% ww: ood os Py 1 . 


Geneva frequency, nor any thing that ſo much as 
looks that way, but rather the quite contrary. I can- ky 
not, therefore, but wonder at his boldneſs, in ſaying 
they either intended, or allowed, the monthly diſpen- 
ſation of this ordinance, when, in the very midſt of 
this practice, (as he ſays,) they paſſed an act, reſtric- 
ting the diſpenſation to four times in towns, and twice 
a-year only in country pariſhes. Is not this public act 
the beſt explanation of their intentions? He endea- 
vaurs to account for the limitation of twice a- year io 
country pariſhes, by faying, that ** this aroſe, in all 
* probability, from the great extent, and other unfa- 
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** might be attended with a ſcanty meaſure, or entire 


tende 
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ce want of ſuitable accommodation, for diſpenſing this 
« ordinance in the winter ſeaſon.” But I deny that 
theſe circumſtances ought to be conſidered as obſtacles 
in the preſent inſtance; for, as he does not admit any 
appointments of aſſiſting miniſters in this period of the 
church, nor yet the practice of faſt-days, and other 
preparation-days for the ordinance; it is therefore 
manifeſt, that no greater or other obſtacles could ariſe 
in the way of the people, from the ſeaſon of the year, 
or any thing elſe, to act as impediments to their atten- 
dance upon this ordinance, any more than upon the 
other public ordinances of religious worſhip. 

«© CARRIED DOWN BY THE CURRENT OF THESE 
© OBSERVATIONS,” the addreſſer runs foul upon the 
practice of public faſting and week. day ſermons upon 
ſacramental occaſions, with all the malevolence and 
irony that he is capable of.— What he fays againſt 
them may be comprehended under three general heads, 
1ſt, That the church knew no ſuch practice before the 
opening of the 17th century, and that ſometime be- 


twixt the year 1610, and 1638, it was introduced by 


the force of circumſtances.— ad, That our reformers 
in 1645, cut them off, on the ſuppoſition that they 

to diminiſh the frequency of the ordinance. 
3d, That they are unneceſſary, and alſo improper, be- 


cauſe there is no exprefs inſtitution or authority from 


ſcripture, for annexing them to the ordinance. 

Wich reſpect to the firſt head—the addreſſer attri- 
butes the origin of weck. day ſermons to the introduc- 
tion of epifcopacy about the year 1610, and ſpends 
five or fix pages, in enumerating the progreſſive acts 
of oppreſſion the preſbyterian church was ſubjected to 
by that wicked hierarchy, armed with all the powers 
of the ſtare, whereby. at laſt faithful miniſters were 
excluded from their kirks, and obliged to preach in 
the fields, by which means the people who-remained 
faithful to the preſbyterian cauſe, had ſeldom acceſs 
to enjoy the ordinances; but when they did enjoy 
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( 88 ) 


them, both miniſters and people were eager to improve 
ſuch opportunities to the utmoſt; and ſo, at facra- 
mental occaſions, they began to have one ſermon on 
the Saturday, and another on the Monday after.— 
Theſe, Brethren, were the impoſing «circumſtances, 
that, according to him, introduced the practice of pu- 
blic faſts and week-day ſermons on ſacramental occa- 
ſions.— But, firſt, I obſerve, that it is a matter of little 
importance, in the preſent diſpute, when the practice 
Originated, or whether it took place in any other 
church, antient or modern: whether it took place a- 
mong the remaining faithful, in the times of apoſtacy, 
during the dark ages, we know not; as we have little 


hiſtorical light enabling us to aſcertain the fact; only, 
as ſimilar cauſes ought always to produce ſimilar ef. 


tes, we may reaſonably ſuppoſe it did. But the mat- 
ter of moſt importance is, how the practice originated? 
and whether there may exiſt in the church ſuch cir- 


cumſtances as to render that practice abſolutely neceſ- W 


ſary and proper? I readily grant unto him, that ſuch 
a practice ever was. and ever muſt be, introduced by 


the force of circumſtances ; but then our ideas of theic 7 
circumſtances are exceedingly diverſe; for you'll ob? 


ſerve, that the unfavourable circumſtances he enume- 


rates, and to which he attributes the origin of the 


practice, are all of the more external kind; ſuch as, 
diſperſion and other local inconveniencies, perſecution, 
oppreſſion, deprivation of liberties, &c.— And nothing 
(he fays in page 49) can juſtify the practice, bur the 
exiſtence of ſuch circumſtances: that the moment they 
ceafe to exiſt, ſuch a practice ceaſes to be proper; — 
and that ſuch unfavourable circumſtances have ceafed 
to exiſt in many parts of our church, is as clear, he 
fays, as noon-day.—Be it ſo, Mr. Addrefler; but theſe 
circumſtances never were conſidered as cauſes for an- 
nexing faſt-days or other preparation-days to the ſa- 
cramem—though they might be cauſes of faſting on 
other occaſions. The circumſtances that gave riſe 


( 29 ) 


to the practice in queſtion are of a more internal na- 
ture; ſuch as ignorance; deadneſs under the ordinan- 
ces; defection from their purity; unfruitfulneſs and 
miſimprovement of them; earthly- mindedneſs, prevail. 
ing carnality, &c.—Theſe, then, are the circumſtan. 
ces that ever did, and ever will, if not ſolely, yet chief. 
ly, render the practice of public faſting and week-day 
crmons, before ſacramental occaſions, abſolutely neceſ- 
ſary and proper: and in ſuch meaſure as theſe cauſes 
exiſt, as they increaſe or diminiſh, in ſuch proportion 
ought week-day preparation ſermons to come into prac- 
tice, be multiplied, or go into diſſuetude: as the cauſes 
are fluctuating, ſo muſt the practice be.—Hence it is 
with reſpect to faſt- days, that we are not to look for 
auy inſtitution in ſcripture, rendering them integral 
parts of any ſtanding ordinance, nor is the church at 
all warranted to make any canon annexing them per- 
petually to this ordinance of the ſupper or any other. 
Neither is this at all done in our church; for, though 
the practice is continued, it is not in conſequence of any 
ſtanding law, but the appointment is conſidered as re- 


** newed on every occaſion.— But, with reſpect to other 

days appointed for delivering and hearing ſermons of 
ky preparation on ſuch occaſions, there is a conſiderable 
dittinction to be made; for, as the preaching of the 


word ought neceſſarily to be joined with, and precede 


the diſpenſation of this ordinance, on account that both 
the inſtitution itſelf; the nature, uſe, and deſign of it; 
preparation for 1t; mode of diſpenſing and receiving 
it; the advantages or diſadvantages that reſult from 
the worthy or unworthy communicating, &c. are all of 
them only diſcoverable in the word: I ſee no reaſon, 
therefore, why the church may not ena& the obſervance 
of one, two, or more diets ſpent, in that way, as the 
ſpiritual circumſtances of the people ſeem to require. 
And I am clearly of opinion, that the church hath 
power to render a conſcientious obſervance of them, 
fo far eſſential to the enjoyment of the ordinance, as 


king and biſhops, which ended in the expulſion of 


„ ſtou's ſermon at. the kirk of Shotts, June 20th, 


3 
to debar all who ſhould contemn ſuch an act.— But, as 
to rendering them eſſential in an abſolute way, which 
the addreſſer bluſters about, in his foot note, (a) Ap- 
pendix, page 2d, I do not think it ever entered into 
any preſbyterian's head, conſiſtent or inconſiſtent, ex- 
cept his own. Some of theſe things I ſhall have oc- 

caſion to touch upon again, more particularly, under 
the third head. | 

I paſs now to the ſecond head, which principally 
reſpects the cutting off theſe preparation, days by our 
Reformers.—And here I muſt. bring into view, ſome 
pretty remarkable paſſages in his book, page 34, 
where after enumerating the various acts of oppreſſion 
the church had undergone under the tyranny cf the 


faithful miniſters from their kirks, who were thence 
obliged to preach in the fields; and that the people 
who remained faithful, he ſays, Found a mournful 
% pleafure in giving as regular an attendance upon 
their miniſtrations as their ſcattered ſituation would 
„ poſhbly admit. Theſe opportunities were indeed 
&« ſeldom enjoyed, but when they did occur, both mi- 
&© niſters and people, for that very reaſon, were na- 
turaily defirous to improve them to the utmoſt; and 
eto theſe peculiar circumſtances, we are to aſcribe 
<« the introduction of ſermons on the Saturday pre- 
« ceding, and the Monday following the diſpenfation 
<« of this ordinance. Agreeably to theſe obſervations 
c we are told, that the remarkable outpouring of the 
* Spirit which attended the delivery of Mr. Living- 
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16392, was upon the Monday after the adminiſtra- v 
e tion of this ordinance, which then was not uſually 
e praiſed. Meanwhile, ſays a pious writer, (Brown) 
« faithtul miniſters were remarkably countenanced of 
« God at their facramental and other occaſions. Mul- 
 titudes crowded to their communion, and being ea- 
ver to hear as much of the goſpel as they could, 


1 


«© when they had an opportunity of it, they began to 
« have one ſermon on the Saturday before, and another 
« oz the Monday after.” In the above quotation you 
are to obſerve, brethren, that the addrefler gives it as 
the formal reaſon, why ſermons were delivered on the 
Saturday before, and the Monday after communion, 
viz. that theſe opportunities were ſeldom enjoyed; but { 
when they did occur, both miniſters and people, for that « 
very reaſon, were naturally deſirous to improve them | 
to the utmoſt. He likewiſe quotes Brown in ſupport « 
of the ſame opinion. Bur if theſe diets: of ſermon | 
Ws were not obſerved as attached to the ſacrament, in the 
=8 ſame light in which we now view them, viz. as proper uy 
and neceſſary parts of preparation for it. If this laſt 1 
mentioned was not the formal reaſon why they were 
then delivered: then, I affirm, the addreſſer has no 
warrant to ſay they cut them off—for why? Becauſe 
not being annexed to the ordinance, they could not 
be cut off from it. He does not even pretend that 
XX they were annexed to it: all that he ſays himſelf, and 
quotes from Brown, decidedly proves that thoſe diets 
ol ſermon were merely occaſional. But ſuppoſing it had 
þ really been the caſe, that theſe miniſters and people had 
viewed theſe diets of ſermon as parts of proper and 
x neceſſary preparation, yet a ſingle inſtance or two of 
a few individuals, in very peculiar circumſtances, can 
never be conſidered as conſtituting either a rule or a 
practice; notwithſtanding this gentleman has the aſ- 
rance to ſay, that prior to 1645, it had been cuſto- 
mary to have one ſermon on the Saturday, and ano- 
| ther on the Monday, upon the return of Meſſrs. Li- 
vingſton, Blair, &c. from Ireland. 

„This practice (ſays he) ſeems to have been very 
* generally diffuſed over the country. Our judicious 
** Reformers were thus placed in a ſituation, which 
enabled them to judge of the effects of this practice 
e from their own obſcrvation, and the reſult of their 
* experience, is moſt explicitly announced by the 
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e forequoted act, (viz. of 1645) which allows only 
6 one miniſter, or, at the moſt two, to aſliſt the mi- 
e niſter of the pariſh. The Monday's ſermon is cut 
off entirely, and only one fermon allowed on the 
« Saturday.” Behold this man's effrontery ! he ſtops 
at nothing, provided it may be ſubſervient to his pur- 
poſe ; or ſuit the tendency of his plan. Here is a very 
bold aſſcrtion indeed, rather a ſcandalous libel upon 
the piety of our Reformers, and yet upon no better 
foundation than a mere conjecture; for it is not ſup- 
ported by ſo much as one fact: no doubt if he could 
have produced but one inſtance, we ſhould have had 
it, with a flaming comment at the end of it; the truth 


is he could not. How unwarrantable then to form 
ſuch an important argument upon a mere conjefture? Ml 


What ſhameful obliquity of conduct is this? But let 
us ſearch a liitle into the probability of this ſame con- 


jecture. That upon the return of Meſſrs. Living- 


«ſton. Blair, &c. from Ireland, this practice ſeems to 
© have been very generally diffuſed over the country.“ 
The reader is deſired ſpecially to recolle&, that at the 


time theſe gentlemen went over to Ireland, the church 


had but few faithful miniſters ; thoſe were ejected from 
their kirks, and forced to preach in the fields; rhe peo- 
ple, therefore, had but ſeldom opportunity of hearing 
the word; but, when theſe opportunities did occur, 
both miniſters and people, for that very rea/on, were 
eager to improve them to the utmoſt. But when they 
came back in 1636, the face of affairs was greatly 
changed—the number of faithful miniſters had greatly 
increaſed—the preſbyterians had got ſuch an acceſſion 
of ſtrength, as nearly to have the aſcendency; conſe- 
quently the church had regained her liberty, and thus 
the perſecutions and oppreſſions, which were the cau- 
ſes that gave riſe to theſe occaſional diets of ſermon 
on ſacramental eccaſions, having entirely ceaſed ; for 
that very reaſon, we muſt ſuppoſe, the effect to ceaſe 
likewiſe, Bur, even though it could be proven, that 


5 


the practice was general at this period, yet it could not 
ſtrengthen the addreſſer's argument, becauſe theſe 
diets were merely occaſional, without being connected 
with the ſacrament by any kind of bond what- 
ever. We have ſtill leſs reaſon to ſuppoſe the practice 
general ſnbſequent to 1638; at this period, a great 
many vacancies were occaſioned by the ejection of 
ſuch a number of miniſters of the epiſcopal caſt The 
times had been ſo unfavourable, that very few young men 
of ſound morals had turned their attention to the work 
of the miniſtry. Hence we ſee, among other cauſes 
of a faſt in 1639, this mentioned as one of the chief: 
„ The paucity of faithful labourers in the Lord's ſer- 
« vice, and ſmall hope of help, becauſe due care is 
% not taken for the ſeminaries, many congregations 
« lye defolate, and are ſcattered like ſheep without a 
e ſhepherd.” Hence likewiſe their renewed acts in 
every aſſembly about maintaining of bur/ſars. If we 
likewiſe take into the account the neceſſity they were 
under about this time of ſending a ſupply of miniſters 
to Ireland, and likewiſe to their armics at home; then 


lack, where can there be the leaſt foundation for ſuch 
a conjecture, conſidering likewiſe the great extent, 
and other local inconveniences, of many pariſhes ; and 
that ſuch a practice could not be carried on without 


aſſiſting miniſters ? No doubt their ſituation was much 
mended in theſe reſpects by 1645: and it falls now to 
be conſidered, why the aſſembly then enacted no more 
than one ſermon of preparation on the Saturday, and 
appointed only one aſſiſting miniſter, or two at the 
moſt.— The writer of the addreſs thinks, that the aſ- 
ſembly judged a greater number of aſſiſtants and pre- 
paration days, would have had an improper tendency 
either one way or other. And © he is firmly of opi- 
nion, that there is no rational method of explaining 
the conduct of our Reformers in this in{tance, but by 
* adopting this opinion; that the framers of the act 
* alluded to, were influenced ſolely by a conviction, 
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c that the continuation and increaſe of weck-day ſer- 
&* mons would infallibly diminiſh that frequency which 
e they wiſhed to eſtabliſh.” 

I think it is very caſy to find a more rational me- 
thod of explaining the conduct of our Reformers in 
this inſtance; and it is this, —The preſbyterian form 
of government was but newly re-eſtabliſhed, and the 
land had been long under the epiſcopal yoke, a great 
number of people inalmoſt every parith were groſsly igno- 
rant, together with the great paucity of faithful mini- 
ſters and ſtudents, on which account, a great many 
pariſhes were entirely deſtitute. [See theſe, and many 
other evils, enumerated in the cauſes of a faſt, Ste- 
venſon's Hiſt. vol. iii. pages 813, 814. and in page 
1068.] See likewiſe Act of Aſſembly, zoth July, 
1649, anent catechiſing, which begins thus, „The 
« General Aſſembly taking into their ſerious conſide- 
ration, the great darkneſs and ix norance wherein 
„ great part of this kingdom lieth,“ &c. with much 
more that might be quoted to the ſame purpoſe, — 
Now, in ſuch circumſtances as theſe. what man is there 
but would rationally conclude, that a greater number 
of preparation days, even however neceſſary, were al. 
together unattainable? What rational man, except the 
addreſſer, but would conclude, that in a ſtate of ſuch 
prevailing ignorance, there was a much greater necel- 
ſity for paying attention to the preaching of the word, 
than a frequent diſpenſation of the Lord's ſupper? I 
ſay, except the addreſſer; for this way of arguing will 
not do with him; for you'll obſerve, page 64th, in his 
appeal to facts, he ah wes the ſacrament as a perfect 
cure for ignorance and ſuperſtition, as well as every o- 
ther evil.— Upon the whole, then we fee, of what 
kind the circumſtances were which gave riſe to the 
practice the addreſſer has ſupported. We ſee that pre- 
vailing ignorance was the cauſe of one ſermon of pre- 
paration at that time on the Saturday. We fee in the 
paucity of miniſters the reaſon of ſo few appoiuments, 
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and the neceſſity the Aſſembly were at that time laid 
under, of compounding the matter between the church 
at large, and each parcicular congregation, on ſuch oc- 
caſions.— The committee's manner of framing their re- 
port evidently beſpeaks this: One miniſter may be 
employed for aſliſting the miniſter of the pariſh, or 
« at moſt two. With reſpect to the Aſſembly's ſanc- 
tion of the committee's report, ordaining the act to be 
obſerved in all time coming, which he thinks ſo ex- 

reſſive; it militates as much againſt his doctrine of 
weekly difpenſation, as any thing elſe. IF it is to be 
conſidered as an unalterable ordinance to the end of 
time, then the ſacrament never could be diſpenſed of- 
tener than four times a- year. But the Aſſembly meant 
no more than this, that the church was to obſerve the 
act. ay and until ſuch a change of cireumſtances took 
place, as ſhould make it neceſſary to alter or amend, a- 
bridge or enlarge the terms of it. Before clofing thi: 
part of the ſubj ect, I obſerve, that however he may 
think it ſuits the tendency of his plan to remark, that 
Meſſrs. Blair, Livingſton, and Welth carried on the 
ſame practice in Ireland; yet it likewiſe ſuits the ten- 


" 8 dency of our plan, to obſerve, that the preſbyterian 
church in Ireland was at that period in much the ſame 


circumſtances as the church of Scotland, and theſe 


week-day ſermons ſtood exactly on the ſame ground 
in both countries, viz. as mere occaſional opportunities. 


of hearing as much of the word as the people could. 
I ſhould now take notice of his quotation from the 


Directory; but, firſt, l muſt try if 1 can empty his ale. 
barrels. that lye in my way, (foot note, page 38th.) 


Above all,” (ſays he.) why cid the framers of-the 


© att conſine the delivery of all the ſermons on ſacra- 


** mental occaſions to the ordinary place of public 
„ worſhip.” And he can conceive no other reaſon, 


than that they were deciſively hoſtile to the mobiſh. 
method of collecting vaſt crouds on ſuch occaſions, 
many of whom had no other end than to empty ale 
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barrels, &c. Whether they drank ale or whiſky in 


caſi 
theſe days, I ſhall not diſpute: but here, I beg leave be 
to obſerve, that, at the Reformation, in 1638, a con- rioc 
ſiderable number of miniſters, who had partially com- pra 
plied with the corruptions of the times, were, upon ll chu 
their profeſſion of repentance, retained or reſtored to it 1 
their charges; ſuch we cannot ſuppoſe to have been rou 
the moſt popular, neither can we ſuppoſe them to have con 
been the moſt faithful: but, then, on the other hand, chu 
there were a great many very eminent miniſters, who for 


had greatly diſtinguiſhed themſelyes in bringing about 
the Reformation, who were extremely popular; and 
to their ſermons and communions the people were apt 
to flock from the neighbouring pariſhes, deſerting their 
own kirks, —and deſpiſing their own miniſters. This | 


was like to be a ſerious evil, and ſeemed to point at : 
very alarming conſcquences; and, to prevent theſe as Hof! 
much as poſlible, ſeems evidently to have been the in- gar 
tention of this act. It ſeems likewiſe to have been a {we 
growing evil; for we find the Aſſembly, in 1647, paſ- int 
ſing an act, expreſsly prohibiting ſuch a practice; ex- : 
horting ſuch miniſters whom the people deſerted, to “e 
be careful in declaring the whole counſel of God, and f= 
to be faithful in reproving the fins and errors, and WWF « 
pointing out the duties of the times; and directing the as. 
miniſters to whom they reſort, to admoniſh them of * 
the evil and ſchiſmatical tendency of ſuch conduct. 1 2 
leave itthen tothe reader's judgment, whether I have not al 
produced a much better reaſon for the reſtriction, n 
which tended to exclude the people of neighbouring e 
pariſnes (for the forequoted act expreſsly ordains all as. 
perſons to communicate, both in word and ſacrament, 1 
at their own pariſh kirks) than the emptying of ale as. 
barrels—an abuſe, which, though it even had exiſted, SY 
the church, at that period, bad ſufficient power moſt * 

cc A 


effectually to have remedied by very different means. 
The erection of ale tents, which the addrefler com- 
plains of, has no doubt, in our day, been, on ſome oc- 


3 
eafions, carried to a ſhameful exceſs.— Vet, methinks, 
he had no reaſon to ſcandalize the Reformation pe- 


riod with it, merely for the ſake of reprobating the 


practice in our day.— But, though an evil which our 
church has not power altogether to prevent, I think 
it ſhould be borne with, rather than ſeclude a nume- 
rous audience from attending on ſuch occafions—for, 
conſidering the peculiar circumſtances in which our 
church ſtands, in holding up to the world a teſtimony 
for the whole of a covenanted work of Reformation, 
ſurely we ought to give the public, at large, full op- 
portunity, on all occaſions whatever, both to hear and 
ſee that teſtimony explained and acted upon; and pro- 
bably there have been as many proſelytes made on 
ſuch occaſions, as any other, 

The laſt thing he takes notice of, relating to days 
of ſermon, is the Directory, which, in quoting, he has 
garbled in the moſt treacherous manner, ſo as to an- 
ſwer his purpoſe. We ſhall, however, bring the whole 
into view, relating to preparation—lIt beging— _ 
Ihe communion, or ſupper of the Lord, is fre- 
“ quently to be celebrated: but how often, may be 


church governors in each congregation, as they ſhall 
(find moſt convenient for the comfort and edification of 
the people committed to their charge. And when 
* it ſhall be adminiſtred we judge it convenient to be 
* done after the morning ſermon. 


The ignorant and ſcandalous are not fit to re- 


* ceive this ſacrament of the Lord's ſupper. —When 
= this ſacrament cannot with convenience be frequently 
Wy adminiſtred, it is requiſite that public warning be 
given the Sabbath day before the adminiſtration 
* thereof, and that either then, or on ſome day of 
that week, ſomething concerning that ordinance 
and the due preparation thereunto and participation 
(thereof be taught; that by the diligent uſe of all 
means ſanctified of God to that end both in public 


1 * * 


* conſidered and determined by the miniſters and other 
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cc and private, all may come better prepared to that Ml fi 
& heavenly feaſt,” hi. 


You have here brethren, iſt, The general doctrine bli 
of frequency laid down; next the rule of that fre. Non 
quency, viz. the comfort and edification of the people; 
by which we may underſtand, that if church gover- 
nors who (ſpite of the addreſſer and his addreſs both) 
are the only judges in the matter, ſhall find that it may 
be convenient for the comfor: and edification of the 
people, that it ſhould be frequently celebrated, that 
then it ſhould be frequently adminiſtered, | 

But, in cafe theſe ſame church governors ſhould 
find matters otherwiſe, in this caſe it ſhould be leſs fre- 

uent, or delayed until they ſhould find it convenient 
or the comfort and edification of the people commit- 
ted to their charge. I am ſufliciently warranted to 
make this comment; for you will obſerve, that the 
word convenient, in the ſirſt paragraph, and conveniency, 
in the third, refers preciſely to the ſame objects, viz. 
the comfort and edification of the people; and the 
former is clearly explanatory of the latter. 

After quoting the Directory in his own way, he ex. 
ultingly concludes this part of his ſubject. by ſaying— 
& Thus we lee, that our Directory affords not the 
4 ſlighteſt foundation for conſidering either faſt. da- 
r week-day ſermons as neceſſary appendages to 
<« the diſpenſation of this ordinance, further than by 
e informing that ſomewhat relative to the due preps 
* ration for, and obſervance thereof be faid, leaving 
< jt entirely to the prudence of the miniſter to fay that 
« ſomewhat, either at the time of intimation, or an} V 
te other day of the week which he may judge mo filts 
convenient.“ In his foot note here he takes noi day 
of a ſlight diſlimilarity between the Act of 1645, and 
the Directory; then ſtarts a queſtion, whether ve 
ought to explain the Directory by the Act, or the Ad 
by che Directory; at laſt he concludes that the . 
rectory is to be explained by the Act. I am a lil 


6 


ſurpriſed at this, becauſe the Directory ſeems to meet 
his ideas more than any thing elſe, for the Act eſta- 
bliſhes much more than the Directory; one ſermon 
on the Saturday, and one or two alliſting miniſters. 
| am inclined to think the addrefler has inadvertently 
ſaid ſomewhat, beſides his intention here. Or other- 
wiſc, and which is indeed very probable, he rather 
chuſes to acknowledge theſe appointments of the Act 
in 1645, as explanatory of the way in which our Re- 
formers wiſhed the Directory to be underſtood, and 
which in page 42 he calls the rule of frequency to 
which they conformed. I fay he rather chuſes to do 
this than abandon his theory altogether, by acknow- 
ledging the rule or principle ſo clearly laid down in 
the Directory, viz. that frequency which is convenient 
for the pt and edification of the people. But was 
not the Directory intended by our Reformers as the 
very formal rule of action in all things; and the A& 
of 1645 was no more than the application of that rule 
to the general ſtate of the church, in fo far as it re- 
Jared to the ſacrament of the Lord's ſupper. The ad- 
dreſſer aſſures his readers, in the end of his book, that 
Wis motives, ſo far as the frailty of his nature would 
admit him to judge, have been good. Truly then his 
nature muſt be very frail indeed; ſuch a ſhocking 
diſhoneſty appears in the way in which he has quoted 
aud applied this head of the directory relating to the 
ſacrament of the Lord's ſupper; that I do not know, 
what good I or any other perſon ſhould think either 

of him or his motives. 
| We come now to the third thing the addreſſer in- 
Wy fits upon, the ſanction of ſcripture for annexing week- 
day ſervices to this ordinance. In his foot note, ap- 
pendix page 4th, he fays; “ another miſtake which 
* ſcems generally to prevail on this ſubject, ariſes from 
* confounding our week-day public ſervices with the 
heart. preparation, which is ęſſentially requiſite to 
* the worthy receiving of this ordinance.” I never 
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ſermon upon the ſubject. 


( 40 ) 


underſtood this: to be the ſentiment of the weakeſt 


Chriſtian among Diſſenters, that week-day ſervices MI * 
were eſſentially requiſite to the worthy receiving of | 
this ordinance. But I am fo weak as to think, the t 
word read, but eſpecially preached, eſſential as a mean 0 
to ſelf. examination, or heart. preparation, for the or- 0 


dinance— for it appears the Corinthians knew nothing 
at all of this matter, until they were taught it by the 
word. And what was the whole of that paſſage from 
1 Cor. xi. 17. the words of inſtitution excepted, but a 


ini in OS &@ 


The doctrine of our Reformers is exceedingly plain 
upon the matter, if he had either the head to take it 
up, or the diſpoſition to receive it. It is required of 
them, ſay they, that would worthily partake of the 
Lord's ſupper, that they prepare their hearts, by 
examining themſelves of their knowledge, &c. | fee | 
Shorter Catechiſm. } And it is required of them that 
would rightly prepare themſelves, that they attend to 
the preaching of the word, that by a diligent uſe of 
all means ſanctified of God to that end, both in public 
and private, all may come better prepared to that 
heavenly feaſt; [ſee Directory] and ſo they appointed 
a ſermon on the Saturday immediately preceding, as 
a public mean for that end. 

All this, however, will not do with the addrefler; 
be muſt have ſcripture ſanction: Why is it, ſays he, 
that, in all the apoſtles writings, there is not the leaſt 
intimation of there being any ſuch neceſſity of public 
faſts, and week-day ſermons, as attainments to this pre- 


paration? You may eaſily gueſs, from different paſ- 1 5 
ſages in his book, what anſwer he would return to 
this queſtion Why? that the apoſtles probably thought = 
it ſuch a very common and ordinary part of religious Wi v. 
worſhip, that they did not think it neceſſary to ſay ei- "oh 
ther ſomewhat, or any what about the matter. * 


But let me aſk the addreſſer this queſtion: How 
comes it, that, in all the apoſtolic writings, (for their 3 


3 


practice is now out of the queſtion, ) there is not one 
ſentence, nor ſo much as one word, tending to preſs 
the frequency of this ordinance, though they preſs all 
other moral duties over and over, with all the energy 
and pathos language can convey—Pray without cea- 
ſing —preach the word be inſtant in ſeaſon, and out 
of ſeaſon—and ſo.on—bur never a word, nor fo much 
as a hint about the frequent diſpenſing of the Lord's 
ſupper. It cannot be ſuppoſed that they did not fore- 
ſee, as the addrefler ſays, page gth, that the time 
would arrive, when Chriſtians would be mournfully 
inattentive to the regular obſervation of this ordi- 
nance, How then will he rationally account for 
this? —l think we may give a rational and ſcriptural 
anſwer to both queſtions, in ſaying, that the apoſtles 
conſidered the preaching of the word as the great mat- 
ter of importance; the whole deſign of the goſpel, as 
well as the ſacrament, being to exhibit Chriſt crucified; 
and the apoſtles well knew, that, as in the word, Chriſ- 
tians have the firſt diſcoveries of Chriſt crucified ; ſo, 
if the word, through the influence of the Spirit, had 
a proper effect, both the practice and frequency of 
this duty would follow as naturally as the ſparks fly 
u2ward.—Chriſtians, then, as the addreſſer ſays, page 
8th, needed only to be told their duty and privilege 
in this reſpect. And the apoſtles very well knew, that 
if, through the inſluence of the Spirit and word, Chriſ- 
tians added to their faith virtue, and to virtue know- 
ledge, and to knowledge temperance, &c. they ſhould 
be neither barren nor unfruitful in any good word or 


work; nor in the knowledge of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt; 


neither of the power of his reſurrection, nor the fel- 
lowihip of his ſufferings. Beſides, the apoſtles very 
well knew, that, as a mean, the word is the parent, 
or firſt produces grace in the church, and grace pro- 
duces the frequency in queſtion, If then infrequency 
ever takes place, when there are no natural obſtacles 
it mult be in conſequence of the decay of grace, an 
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this in conſequence of mens ſlighting the word; and, 
if fo, that then it would be as abſurd and prepoſte. 
rous to talk of frequency re. producing grace, as of 1 
child begetting its own parent.—Beſfides, I obſerve, 
that it is a groſs miſtake, that the ſacrament is the 
great mean of deſtroying carnality, as the addreſſer 
mfinvates. It is the word that is every where repre- 
ſented in ſcripture, as the great mean of ſanctificatiox, 
and deſtroying carnality.— But this gentleman has not 
only got more underſtanding than all his teachers, but 
he excels the very antients.—l think it would have 
been no contemptible anſwer to my queſtion, if any 
cynic had ſaid that the apoſtles refrained from gi— 
ving the leaſt hint of the kind, as if they had foreſeen 
'the abuſe ſuch perſons, as Papiſts and the addrefler, 
would make of this ordinance, by converting it into 
an idol. —They, by worſhipping it in the form of a 
wafer, and he by ſubſtituting it in the place of every 
other ordinance.— But, with the cynic's leave, this i; 
only to ſerve a particular purpoſe; for the addreſſer' 
great object is to degrade this ordinance to a level 
with any other duty of the Chriſtian life. _ 
Me come now, more particularly, to conſider what i 
he ſays in relation to faſt-days, as annexed to the or- 
dinance of the ſupper. —Page 40th, he begins, Ha- 
eving ſaid this much in regard to week-days ſermons 
in general, it may now be proper to offer ſome 
thoughts in relation to the time when diets of faſt— 
ing came to be conſidered as neceflary appendages 
to the diſpenſation of this ordinance”? 

We have already conſidered his objections againil 
them in common with other week-day ſervices; three 
things remain at iſſue, with reſpect to falt-days in par- 
ticular:— iſt, Whether we have any inſtitution, or 
ſcripture-precept for annexing them to the ordinance. 
2dly, Whether we have any precedent in the example 
of other churches. And, laſtly, Whether we have 


1 


mne call of providence, or ſcripture example, for ſuch 


a thing. | 

As a ſcripture precept, annexing a faſt.day to this 
ordinance, or any other, muſt neceſſarily make it an 
jutegral part thereof, it is ſuprizing how ſuch a notion 
found acceſs into his brain—how prepoſterous is it to 
ſuppoſe a day of faſting, annexed to any ordinance by 
a ſtanding inſtitution, divine or human, obliging the 
church to faſting and mourning, when (as I ſhall ſkew 
afrerwards) there might not only be no public fins in 
the church at the time, as cauſes of public mourning, 
nor any other calleto ſuch an exerciſe; but, on the 
coatrary. God might be calling to :piritual joy and re- 
j-icing. [See Neb. viii. 12.] Ir is enough to know, 
that the duty itſelf is inſtituted in ſcripture, and the 
only rule of practice is, the woice of providence calling 
the church to engage in that duty, as the addreſſer ac- 
knowledges near the foot of the page. I have already 
obſerved, that our church conſiders it as a renewed 
appointment on every ſacramental occaſion; but I 


think it might be very well annexed to the ordinance in 


a temporary way, after the example of our Refor- 
mers, who appointed a ſaſt the firſt Sabbath of every 
quarter, to be continued until God fhould fend beiter 
Lines. 
2dly, The example of other churches is no rule to 
us; for they may poſſibly either not have any call, or elſe 
may be innattentive to it, as was the caſe with the If- 
raelitiſu church of old; when the Lord called to weep- 
ing and mourning, behold joy and gladneſs. Beſides, 
though there may have beten churches in ſtates more 
or leſs ſimilar to our own in the preſent day; for in- 
ſtance, the Chriſtian church during the dark ages, 
yet, as I noticed ſormerly, we have not the hiſtory of 
their acts. 
With reſpe& to our own church, during the Re- 
formation period, betwixt 16 38 and 1649, the addreſſer 
ts ſull of the opinion, page 42d, © That if our Reform- 
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cc ers had conſidered public faſting as neceſſary to the 
& 2dminiſtration of this ordinance, we ſhould have 
&« heard, that the Sabbath preceding ſome one ſacra- 
© mental occaſion or other had been appointed for 
* that purpoſe.” But here I obſerve, that, prior to 
1638, the two parties in the nation bore a ſtrong ana- 
logy to the two baſkets of figs in the prophet's viſion, 
—the good figs very good, and the evil very evil; fo 
the faithful in the land, though they had loud calls 
for public faſting, on account of the ſad defections of 
the nation with which they were connected; yet, with 
reſpect to themſelves, they were in good ſpiritual cir- 
cumſtances, and ſo had no call, on their own account, 
for public faſting on ſuch occaſions. —Poſterior to 
1638, when epiſcopacy was aboliſhed, and preſbytery 
eſtabliſhed, the good and bad blended together in pa- 
riſhes; yet, I think, we may conſider the matter as re- 
Jating to communicants, as continuing nearly on the 
ſame footing;—for cur Reformers were much more 
ſtrict in excluding the ignorant, the ſcandalous, and 
profane from the table of the Lord than we are now, 
and were careſul to admit none but ſuch as gave good 
evidences of the graciouſneſs of their ſtate—now, how- 
ever much ignorance and profanity might abound a- 
mong theſe new profeſſors; yet, as theſe did not at- 
| tach to the communicants, conſequently could not be 
conſidered as cauſes for annexing a faſt to the ordi- 
nance; yet we fee theſe evils were- made cauſes for 
faſting ou other occaſions, After all, although it 
thould be granted, that, for ſome years prior to 1649, 
the ra the addreſſer fixes upen, when faſt-days came 
iirſt to be annexed to the ordinance, the church had be- 
gun to decline, that there had been outbreakings among 
the beſt of profeſſors, defections, and miſimprovement 
of the ordinances, &c. which, according to the view 
J have taken of the matter, might be conſidercd as 
calls for the exerciſe of the duty of faſting on ſuch oc- 
caſions.— Vet, in a ſtate of recent and gradual defec- 
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tion, we probably are not to expect every duty to 
be attended to at the very firſt; for, in ſuch a ſtate, 
particularly, we know God calls once, yea twice, yer 
man perceives It not. 

But 1649 being the period when in a more parti- 
enlar manner our great national defection from Re- 
formation attainments commenced, the introduction of 
faſt days on ſacramental occaſions for ſuch cauſes, and 
at ſuch a juncture, certainly tends greatly to confirm 
our poſitions, and ſanction the mode of reaſoning we 
have all along purſued. —The cauſes the addreſſer has 
in view bere, are congruous with thoſe he aſſigns for 
the introduction of week day ſermons, which you 
will recolle& were the perſecutions and oppreſſions of 
the prelates; “and he fays, the ſituation in which the 
church was at this time placed, bore a ſtriking re- 
e ſemblance to the circumſtances of that period in 
© which the practice of week day ſermons was firit 
© introduced.” He is a little miſtaken here as to the 
fact, as all who are acquainted with the hiſtory of the 
church at theſe periods will eaſily perceive, But, as I 
have already obſerved, it was not on account of the 
*Dbz4 ſpiritual circumſtances of the church in the form- 

er period that week day ſermons were practiſed at ſa- 
cramental occaſions, ſo neither were the external cir- 
cunſtances of the church, at this period, the cauſes 
that gave riſe to the practice of annexing faſt days to 
the ordinance. If we attend to their complaints, at 
this time, we will find the cauſes to be ignorance, 
breach of covenant, careleſſneſs and indifference about 
the cauſe of God, hypocriſy and defection from Re- 
torraation attainments, inſomuch, that they take to 
themſelves the character of a nation laden with iniqui- 
ty, above all other things the miſimprovement of the 
ordinances is what they lament. It is, ſay they, 
matter of exceeding great ſorrow, to think upon 
the ignorance and profanity, the impenitency and 
* {ccurity, that abounds ſtill in the land, notwithſtaud- 
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<« jng all the gracious diſpenſations of the goſpel, and 
* means of grace in ſuch plenty and purity, that none 
c of the nations round about us can boaſt of the like,” 
General Aſſembly, 27th July, 1649, Seſſion 27th.— 


Such were the cauſes that gave riſe to the practiſe df 
aunexing a faſt day to the ordinance. I only farther Wl © 
obſerve here, in oppoſition to ſome of the addreſſers il Þ 
notions about faſting, that nothing without or within Wil 
the church can be a cauſe of faſting and mourning WW” 
but fin. Wars and perſecutions of the church from t 
without, can never be cauſes of faſting, if they are Wl * 
not connected with public ſins in the church, as the Wil © 
procuring cauſes. Did the Chriſtians appoint days of Wi © 
public faſting on account of that ſevere perſecution 
that aroſe about Stephen ?—No—the church was 2: WF ” 
that time in the beſt ſpiritual ſtate. God permitted . 
it for his holy and wiſe purpoſes, and though theſe t 
were not underſtood at the time, yet they were un.? 
folded to the church afterwards. For the ſame rea Wil | 
ſons, the perſecutions of the heathen Roman em— b 
perors could not be cauſes of faſting to the the? 
Chriſti ins. ; N . 
This brings me now to the third and laſt thing to > 
be conſidered, which was, whether we have the call wn 
of providence at the preſent time for annexing diets Wi © 
of failing to the ordinance: with his laſt objection, k 
the want of ſcripture examples. 
Days of humiliation are in general appointed, ft, 10 
on account of ſin committed ad, To deprecate ſome a 
imminent and deſerved judgment on account of ſin.— o 
za, To ſupplicate God for ſome particular favour 0! Wi <. 


blefing—Even with reſpect to this laſt, fin is (till ſup- WW 
poſed to be the ground of our humiliation—for whe if 


we implore the Almighty either for ſome new favour, F 
on the continuance of preſent bleſſings, we acknow: 1 
ledge fin as the cauſe whereby God is provoked, either i 
to withhold good things from us, or deprive us of then ar 
we enjoy. th 


td 


Now, let any man, even the addreſſer himſelf, read 
„the cauſes of our public faſting yearly publithed, where- 
? in ſuch a long ſcroll of horrid iniquities is exhibited, 
abounding not only among the people with whom we 


q dwell, and are connected with in a national capacity, 
„bot even among ovr/elves, and ler him pronounce if 
in we are in the belt condition for celebrating this ordi- 
ng nance, —Ler him conſider that theſe enormities are 
che very evidences of our miſimproving this, as well 
re as all the other ordinances: and let him then ſay, 
be whether they do not form a neceſſary connection be- 
of WJ tiveen faſt days and this ordinance of the ſupper. 

* Let him conſider, whether on account of our flagrant 
u miſimprovement of the ordinance, we have not rea- 
0 ſon'to mourn and lament, as alſo to ſupplicate God, 
ſo that he will not put in execution againſt us the threat- 
A enings of his word—to curſe our bleſſings to make 


his ordinances as to us as a miſcarrying womb and dry 


plicate him for pardon of our intquities—and that he 
will bleſs his own ordinances. The addrefler, I know, 
will readily anſwer (in the ftyle of the reverend Mr. 
Scott of Dunſe,) that all this may be very juſt for 
aught he knows : he has no objection to faſt days, and 
week day ſermons conſidered in themſelves, did not 
the application of them to the ordinance tend to di- 
miniſh that frequency, which if enjoyed, would ſuper- 
ſede the neceſſity of them, * as we might then ex- 
« pect,“ ſays he, through the promiſed divine bleſ- 
ſing accompanying this ordinance, that Chriſtians 
* would be more tender, more fpiritual, and more 
* holy, and ſo habitually poſſeſſed of diſpoſitions for 
this, and every other religious duty.” —L have alrea- 
dy taken ſome notice of this laſt picce of abſurdity.— 
I oaly remark, chat if ever that frequency be attained, 
it will chiefly be by the means of preaching. ſermons, 
and fait-days: our infrequency proceeds from very diffe- 
rent cauſes than faits and week-day ſermons ; cauſcs I 


breaſts—confeſs our former mifimprovement—-ſup- 
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have frequently mentioned. If ſin has been connected 
with, or contracted ſince our former communicating, 
humiliation ought certainly to precede our future par. 
taking. Shall we partake unworthily on a former oc- 
caſion, or miſimprove it, and ruſh in the ſame condi. 
tion upon the ordinance, and yet think to compaſs 
God's altar with acceptance ? | 

. Granted, ſays the addreſſer; but, in this caſe, pri. 
vate humiliation, and heart preparation are only neceſ. 
ſary. Ianſwer—No—tfor the matter partakes of a pu- 
blic nature; how often do we ſee numbers approach 
that holy table, of whoſe ſtate, from the ſymptoms of 
carnality, indifterency, earthly-mindedneſs, covetouſ- 
neſs, anger, malice, hatred, ſtrife, envy, evil-ſpeak- 
ing, diviſive ſpirit, &c. appearing in their life and con- 
verſation, we can entertain but very unſatisfying ideas. 
How neceflary then the miniſtry of the word to beget 
conviction.ä— How neceſſary the public profeflion of 
humiliation, and repentance of ſins, diſcernible in the 
eyes of the world -and how comfortable when there 
are any evidences of true repentance either then, or in 
their after lives. 

I pals now to the addreſſer's laſt objection, the want 
of ſcripture example.—And here I obſerve, that if the 
duty can be inſtructed otherwiſe on ſcripture grounds, 
the want of ſcriptural example is not ſo material. If 
he indeed could point out wherein the apoſtolic church 
was in ſimilar ſpiritual circumſtances to thoſe in which 
we now are, I acknowledge the want of ſcripture ex- 
ample would go a great way in his favour.— But, on 
the other hand, if I can point out the apoſtolic church 
to have been in ſuch circumſtances, as not to require 
the annexing of a faſt day to the ordinance, then | 
certainly think it will go as far in confirming my ge- 
neral theory. 

For this purpoſe, I beg leave to call the reader's at- 
tention to that remarkable ſaying of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, recorded in Matthew ix. 15. Can the chil- 


44] 
« dren of the bride-chamber mourn as lotig as the 
« Bridegroom is with them? but the days will come, 
& when the Bridegroom ſhall be taken from them, and 
« then ſhall they faſt! This ſaying, no doubt, has a2 
primary reſpect to the bodily preſence of Chriſt with 
his diſciples, and his being taken from them by the 
Jews, crucified and ſlain. Then they mourned indeed. 
But it has juſt as certainly a ſecondary reſpect to the 
preſence of the Bridegroom with his church in an emi- 
nent way by his Spirit, —Surely, at ſuch a time they 
cannot mourn; but when, on account of the church's 
defeftion and apoſtacy, the Spirit is in a great mea- 
ſure withdrawn, then there occurs manifold cauſes of 
faſting. 8 OTA TENT 7. 
This matter is fo clear, as to need little illuſtration ; 
however, 1 (hall endeavour to do jt, by exhibiting the 
example of the apoſtolic church, under that remark- 
able outpouring of the Spirit propheſied of by Joel; the 
application whereof, to this church, is verified by the 
apoſtle Peter. Here, in this prophecy, beſides its un- 
dilingniſhing univerſality, in being poured out upon 
all feſh,—upoh perſons of every age; /e, arid conditi- 
on of life, we have clearly pointed out unto us wherein it 
confilted ;—for what do theſe expreſſions, your ſons 
and your daughters ſhall propheſy 3 your old men 
ſhall dream dreams; your young men {hall ſee viſions, 
in ſcripture language point out unto us, but that abun- 
dant meaſure of ſpiritual knowledge and difcernment— 
the knowledge of God and the truth as it is in Jeſus 
Chriſt; —or, in other words, that eminent degree of 
faith and love to God the church ſhould then be poſ- 
ſeſſed of. So we ſee, that not only on the apoſtles, an 
extraordinary meaſure of the Spirit was poured ; but 
alſo a very great meaſure on the church at large, — 
Now, what were the fruits and effects of this out- 
pouring of the Spirit on the apoſtolic church. I ſhall 
mention three only; 1ſt, Their eminent faith and 
love towards God. 2d, love to his ambaſſa- 


C1 
dors, and to all the ſaints. 3d, the crowning fruit of 
all. Their joy in the Holy Ghoſt. With reſpect to 
the reign of theſe two firſt mentioned graces, how of. 
ten do we hear as evidences of it, the apoſtles paſſing the 
higheſt encomiums on the different churches in terms 
ſuch as theſe: Tour faith is ſpoken of throughout the 
whole world. For I bear you record, that if it had 
been poſſible, you would have plucked out your own eyer 
and have given them unto me. Since we heard of your 
faith and love which ye have to all the ſaints, &c. Now 
theſe two graces being verified, as reigning in the 
churches, we need not be at the trouble to point out 
the reign of all the other graces; for on theſe—faith 
and Jove towards God, and love to all the ſaints, hang 
all the law of Chriſt. | 

Then, indted, were Chriſtians holy, and ſpiritual, 
and heavenly- minded, and charitable, every one bear- 
ing one another's burdens, ſeeking one another's good, 
ſtedfaſt, immoveable, abounding in the work of the 
Lord, and in this work of celebrating the ſacrament a- 
mong the reſt — All this came by the power and in- 
fluence of the Spirit, through the means of the word, 
as we ſee in Acts ii. 41. Then they that gladly re- 
ceived his word were baptized, &c. And the very 
next verſe informs us, that they continued ſtedfaſt in 
the apoſtles doctrine, and fellowſhip, and in breaking 
of bread, and in prayer. Now, as long as the Bride- 
groom was thus preſent with them, how could they 
faſt? the reign of grace in the church, being ever the 

ground of her comfort and joy. ROE 
Conform to this are all the prophecies in the Od 
Teſtament relating to this church. See, in particular, Iſa, 
Ixv. 17. © For, behold I create new heavens, and a new 
earth, and the former ſhall not be remembered, nor 
t come into mind hut be you glad, and rejoice for ever 
<« jn that which I create—for behold I create Jeruſalem 
« a rejoicing, and her people a joy and I will rejoice 
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jn Jeruſalem, and joy in my people; and the voice 
« of weeping ſhall be no more heard in her, nor the 
&« voice of crying.” In the Ix chapter, the whole of 
which relates to this church, are theſe remarkable 
expreſſions. Thy ſun ſhall no more go down, net- 
« ther ſhall thy moon withdraw itſelf, for the Lord 
e ſhall be thine everlaſting light, and the days of thy 
« mourning ſhall be ended.” Whence comes this ? 
the next verſe informs us,. Thy people alſo ſhall be 
« all righteous.” | 

Let us now fee how theſe prophecies were exactly 
fulfilled in the apoſtolic church, by adducing a few 
facts as evidences of it. The firſt I ſhall quote is from 
Acts it. 46,—And they continuing daily with one ac- 
cord in the temple, and breaking bread from houſe ro 
houſe, did eat their meat, (not with faſting and mourn« 
ing, as we have good caufe to do, but) with gladneys ; 
and how this came about, the next words inform us, 
becauſe they did it with /ingleneſs of heart—a diſpoſi- 
tion and ſtate of mind we can form but ſmall preten- 
ſions to. The next is Acts ix. 31. © Then had the 
* churches reſt throughout all Judea and Gallitee, and 
« Samaria, and were ediſied, and walking in the fear 
* of the Lord, and in the comfort of the Holy Ghoſt, 
« were multiplied.” Here all the churches are ſaid 
to be living in the joy of the Holy Ghoſt; and the 
ground of this was, their walking in the fear of the 
Lord. Ten or twelve years after this, it is (till ſaid, 
chap. xiii. 52.“ And the diſciples were. filled with 
joy, and with the Holy Ghoſt.” 

Now, therefore, upon the whole, if the apoſtolic 
church was filled with joy, and with the Holy Gho/t— 
if ſhe was walking in ho fear of the Lord, and in the 
comfort of the Holy Ghoft, celebrating the Lord's ſup- 
per with gladneſs and ſingleneſs of heart. —Then, I 
ſay, it is impoſſible that we could have the example of 
diets of public faſting being annexed to the ordinancg 
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in that church, and for the very beſt of all reaſons, 
there were no canſes for them. 

The addrefſer now proceeds to impart a piece of new 
information to his readers, by acquainting them, that 
our Reformers ſeem to have entertained a belief, that 
the Lord's day might very properly be employed as a 

day of public faſting, whenever the yoice of providence 
called the church to engage in that duty;—and the 
firſt inſtance he finds is in 1633, when the preſbyte- 
rians, who had remained faithful to their principles, 
obſerved a faſt on the firſt Sabbath of every quarter. 
By turning to the place from whence the quotation is 
made, you will fee, that, in this inſtance, it was a mea- 
ſure of neceſſity, not choice ihe church Was at that 
time under great oppreſſion they durſt not intimate 
a faſt to be kept on a werk · day; for thereby, both it, 
and the cauſes of it, being diſcovered, would have ren- 
dered them obnoxious to the civil power. Indeed 
they durſt not publicly intimate it at all; the miniſters 
communicated the deſign, and the cauſes of jt, pfivate- 
ly to ſome of their adherents, and they to the reſt. 
This helps us to account for king Charles's canon the 
addreſſer takes notice of, foot note, page 41ſt, which 
prohibits faſt-days to be obſerved on the Sabbath, or 
any days of humiliation. not appointed by himſelf. 
That impious monarch fooliſhly imagined, that provi- 
ded he could preyent them from making application 
in this way to the Almighty, he would thereby effec- 
tually prevent them from obtaining relief. 

The addrefler mentions ſome ſimilar motives, but 
however the expiſcating of motives not being his drift, 
he ſays he ſet them aſide. His great aim is, to caſt a 
flur upon the Reformed Preſbytery, as far as he can, 
by exhibiting their practice in this reſpect, as deci- 
ſively againſt the conduct of our Reformers, and in 
perfect conformity to the royal canon, which as pro- 
ceeding from king Charles, every body believes, 
whatever | his motives were, they muſt have been bad. 
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With refpe& to our Reformers appointing on ſome 
xccaſons public faſts on the Sabbath, the practice 
vas the more excuſable, as we know, that it ſome» 
imes was with them a meaſure of neceſſity. But 
gainſt the ideas thrown out by the addrefler on the 
ubject, 1 have ſome conſiderable objections, particu- 
larly, as by appointing faſt days on the Sabbath, 
there is not an explicit acknowledgment made, of our 
having forfcited by ſin, all title to external bleſſings, 
uch as food and raiment, and the privilege of ſix days 
in the week for our own employment in procuring 
theſe. Nay, it is more like a denial of it. Another 
objection I have is, that is a confounding two diſtinct 
n(titutions, requiring exerciſes the very reverſe of one 
mother. A faſt day is ſet apart for humiliation, 
mournipg and afflicting the ſoul, on account of ſin, 
But the Chriſtian: Sabbath is a day ſet apart for joy 
and triumph; being the day on which our Lord Je- 
ſus Chriſt triumphed over all his and our enemies, by 
his riſing again from the dead. On this day, there- 
ore, we are called to celebrate that triumph. Says 
the Pſalmiſt, Pſal. cxviii. This is the day which the 
ord hath made, we will be glad and rejoice in it, 
and this Henry upon the place explains of the Chri. 
tian Sabbath, This is the day ſet a part for publiſh- 
ing and preaching theſe good tidings of great joy,— 
and but for the reſurrection of Chriſt, our faith had 
been yain and that preaching vain.—But theſe things 
| leave to divines. 5 

The addreſſer's next inſtance is in 1634, of the two 
firſt Sabbaths of February, and the ſix interveening 
days. I was at firſt a little ſurprized at his taking no- 
tice of this inſtance, as likewiſe ſome of you, my read- 
ers may have been, thai, he ſhould produce this ex- 
ample of our Reformers -appointing whole fix week 
days together for à public fait, when the tendency of 
his plan ſeemed rather to be, the abolition of week 
day falls altogether, But you will obſerve he has a 


n 

very particular purpoſe to ſerve by this. inſtance. —Hj; 
argument is, that as it is a well known fact, that hy. 
man nature cannot ſubſiſt for whole eight days toge. 
ther without food, that therefore our anceſtors could 
never conſider an entire abſtinence therefrom, as an 
eſſential requiſite to religious faſting. 
I MAY PROBABLY IMPART SOME NEW IN FORMA. 
'TION to ſome of my readers, my country readers at leaſt, 
when I acquaint them a little with the reaſons of the 
addreſſer's hoſtility to this doftrine. Know then, ny 
country readers, that we' people living in towns, haye 
an unconquerable amipathy againſt this method of 
faſting. —A' more unpalatable doctrine could not be 
held out to us than this—What! a total abſtinence 
from food—No, no,—this will never do,—we like the 
Jewiſh mode much better, who feaſted on their fall 
days, as the addreſſer very well obſerves. It is a val 
pity, however, he did not give a peep into the Direc. 
tory on this occaſion. —But the truth is, the matter 
lay too near his ſtomach, to allow his conſulting any 
other authority. — But if he had, he would there have 
ſeen this jejune doctrine preſented before him. 

« A religious faſt,” ſay our anceſtors, ** require: 


total abſtinence, not only from all food, (unleſs bo- 


„ dily weakneſs do manifeſtly diſable from holding 
out till the faſt be ended; in which caſe ſomewhat 
© may be taken, yet very ſparingly, to ſupport nature 
* when ready to faint:) but alſo from all worldly 
labour,“ &c. Here he would not only have ſeen 
his aſſertion flatly contradicted; but he would likewiſe 
have had a clew, which might have led him to a pro- 


per underſtanding of our anceſtors fentiments on this 


head. Far from this modification of the article in fa 
vours of the valetudinary, in a faſt of only one day's 
continuance; as you will fee it is meant in the par- 


graph antecedent to that I have quoted, it is clear, 


that though the healthy might not on any account 
taſte any food for * day, yet our anceſtors never 
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meant to interdi& the uſe of food to any deſcription 
of perſons, if the faſt continued for more than two 
or three days, but to allow what was abſolutely ne- 
ceſſary for the ſupport of life. For inſtance—ſup- 
poſing a faſt to continue for a fortnight ;, or as in the 
example now before us, for eight days only: if a 
weakly perſon might take a little food each day, tho” 
very, ſparingly, to ſupport nature, when ready to faint 
—then by the rule of proportion, it is manifeſt that a 
perſon full of health and ſpirits like. the addrefler, 
might only take a ſingle meſs, and that very ſparingly, 
at the end of every two days, until the faſt was ended. 
That this is the true light in which this doctrine of 
our anceſtors is to be underſtood, 1s very plain, tho! 


{till I believe, even with this modification, it will go 


very ill down with the addreſſer. He may therefore 
congratulate himſelf all the days of his life, that he 
was not born near the middle of the 17th century. 
The addreſſer here finiſhes this part of his ſubject, 
by expreſling his candid acknowledgments to the Re- 
volution church for her ſtrenuous exertions, in order 
to obtain this proper frequency.—And the Reyoluti- 
on church has likewiſe expreſſed her candid acknow- 
ledgments to the addreſſer for his Arenuous exertions 
in the ſame cauſe—by buying up his books.—So 
they wrapt it up.—But if ever that frequency be at- 
tained, it will be by other exertions, and other means, 
than either of them have propoſed. | 
We have now endeavoured to trace him through 
his ſtatement of facts as he calls it. What follows is 
partly a recapitulation; together with ſome further 
obſervations, and arguments tending to enforce his 
former poſitions. We ſhall firſt take notice of what 
he ſays about the ſacrament being an extraordinary 
inſtitution; and his opinion of theſe quotations of the 
Aſſembly's Catechiſm, relating to the word, ſacraments 
and prayer, being the outward and ordinary means 


of ſalvation, as having a more immediate connection 
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with the fubject.— After wards his other detached ob: 
ſervations as they come in courſQ. 

Tou will obſerve; that one great argument he makes 
uſe of is, that the word ſacraments and prayer, are 
all of one common value of magnitude; and therefore 
no greater degree of public preparation is requiſite for 
one than for another. He is well aware, that if a 
greater degree of ſolemnity or importance is attached 
to the ſacrament than the other ordinances, this would 
conſtitute an irreftagable argument for ſuperior pre- 
paration; and therefore he ſets himſelf, with all his 


might, to combat this idea. He knows neither ſcrip- 
rure-precept nor example, for annexing public prepa- 


ration days to any ordinance; or to one more than a- 
nother. I have endeavoured to account for this already; 


and ſhall enter upon it agaiti.—He wants particular: 


ly to know the real degree of ſuperiority which any 
one of theſe ordinances enjoys above the other. | 
cannot pretend to point out this exactly, —far leſs do 
J hope to do it to his ſatisfaction.— Nevertheleſs, l 
ſhall offer ſome few thoughts upon the ſubject. 

Firſt, I obferve that thefe ordinances have a reci. 
procal ſuperiority one above another, conſidered re- 
latively or reſpectively. The word in one reſpect en. 
Joys the pre- eminence, inaſmuch as it reveals every 
thing to us. What God is, —our loſt ſtate, —all the 
inſtitutions of his grace, —Chriſt the remedy for ſin, 
&c. But I think the ſacrament of the Lord's ſupper 
enjoys a ſuperiority over the word, in this reſpect; 


that, in exhibiting Chriſt crucified, it diſcovers unto 


us, concentered into one view, by faith, the ſum and 
ſubſtance of the whole word, and that in a more lively 
manner than the word can do, and even in a ſenſible 
manner, which the word cannot do. We have in this 
ordinance the brighteſt diſcovery we can have, in our 
preſent ſtate, of God's moral excellency and perfec- 
tions, eſpecially his unſpeakable love to men. 

But more particularly, the. peculiar ſolemnity of 
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this ordinance ariſes, in the firſt place, from the na- 
ture and deſign of it, which is to ſhew forth the Lord's 
death; and, on this account, the ſolemnity belonging 
to it is certainly ſuperior to that which belongs to any 
other religious inſtitution. The Lord's death / What 
mind of man or angel can conceive? What tongue 
unfold the greatneſs of this event? that the eternal 
King of heaven and earth, the Creator of both—the 
Lord of glory—the God of infinite moral excellency, 
ſhould, paſſing by every other conſideration, aſter be- 
ing reviled in the moſt opprobrious manner—nav.ng 
his bleſſed face [pit upon—after being buffeted even 
by the meaneſt ſ:rvant, and treated with the moſt in- 
ſulting and contemptuous mockery—l ſay, after ha- 
ving been thus abufed, ſhould be ſubjected to the molt 
ignominiovs death in the world, by the hands of his 
own ſinful creatures—bearing, at the ſame time, the 
whole weight of infinite wrath; and all this out of 
his free and everlaſting covenant-love and mercy to 
ele& ſinners, that the perfections and law of God 
might be eternally glorified in their deliverance from 
fin, ſalvation from miſery incxpreſſible, and advance- 
meat to glory inconceivable. 'Theſe things, taken to- 
gether, exhibit the Lord's death in ſuch a peculiar 
point of view, that, in contemplating it, the mind is 
ever loſt in aſtoniſhment. However great then we 
may ſuppoſe any other event—ſuch as the deluge— 
tae deſtruction of Sodom and Gomorah by fire and 
brimſtone—the giving of the law at Mount Sinai—or 
even the general judgment itſelt; yet no repreſenta- 
tin of any of theſe could poſſibly have the ſolemnity 
of this ordinance; becauſe none of them is of ſuch 
ſtupendious magnitude as the Lord's death; nor does 
any of them diſplay all the divine perfections in the 
glorious manner in which they are manifeſted in it. 
How ſolemn then, above all things, mult that matter 
be, which involves the higheſt concerns both of God 
and of man? This the Lord's death molt certainly does; 
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and, therefore, that ordinance, which is the ſhewing 
forth of that death mult neccſlarily be the moit ſo- 
lemn of all inſtitutions. 

Other arguments might eaſily be addured from 
ſcripture to prove the ſpecial folemnity of this ordi- 
Nance. Names of a very peculiar ſignification are 
beſtowed upon it; ſuch as, /e Lord's Supper, —the 
Euchariſt, the Cup of Blefſng,—and it is peculiarly 
called the Feaſt. Tue dilpeniation of divine grace to 
the children of men, in the days of the goſpel, and in 
all its ordinances, is, in Iſa. xxv. 6, called a ſcaſt; yet 
none of theſe ordinances themſelves, but the Lord's 
ſupper only, is ever in ſcripture called by this name, 
which clearly proves its ſolemnity.— This ordinance 
was appointed by the Lord Jcſus at a moſt ſolemn ſea- 
ſon. It was the ſame night in which he was betrayed; 


the ſame night in which infinite ſorrows were poured, 


by the hand of bis Father, into his holy human ſoul on 


account of the fins of his people, which made him 


fore amazed, and very heavy, and forced him to cry 


out, My loul i is exceeding forrowtul even unto death! 


Extraordinary as the ſcaſon was when the paſſover was 
appointed, its importance is as nothing, when compa- 
red with the ſolemnity of that time, when the Redeemer 
took the ſacramental bread and wine, brake the for- 
mer, bleſſed them both, and gave them unto his dil- 
ciples —— The particular manner in which this ordi- 
nance is inſtituted ſhews its peculiar importance. Ihe 
ſacramental figns, the account of their meaning, ali 


the facramental actions, miniſterial and Chriitian, and 


the command to obſerve it, are no le ſs than four times 
diſtinctly repeated in the New Teſtament,—The ſimi— 
larity of this ordinance to that cf the paſſover, being 
like it, a fealt of memorial, proves its ſolemnity.— From 
the neceſſary connection of this ordinance wih that 
antient inſtitution, its ſpecial importance alſo appears. 


The Lord's ſupper comes in the room cf the pailover. 
Ihe zpoſlle trans fers the name cf the one to the othe: : 


' 
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„ 
« For, ſays he, even Chriſt, our paſſover, is ſacrificed 


“for us, therefore let us keep the feaſt.” The paſſo- 
U ver was a type of the ſacrifice of Chriſt, and the Lord's 
ſupper brings this ſacrifice peculiarly near to us; and 
Py the ſolemnity of the former inſtitution is transfered 
li to that which we enjoy. — The nature of our act, in 
gh ſhewing forth the Lord's death, by the Lord's ſupper, 
. unfolds to our view the grand ſolemnity of it. This, 
J the apoſtle ſays, is to have communion in the body 


and blood of Chriſt. This expreſſion, I think, imports 
our receiving God's teſtimony concerning Chrilt—ſet- 
ting to our ſcal that God is true—giving our conſent 
to the whole plan of grace—receiving Chriſt in all that 
he is made of God to us—engaging to be wholly and 
for ever. for him—and our having him and all his be- 
nefits, which were purchaſed for us by his ſufferings 
and death, ſealed and applied to us, for our ſpiritual 
lite and nouriſhment, | 
To conclude this article, I only further obſerve, that 
the auguſt nature of this ordinance is alſo clear, both 
from the extraordinary preparation that is required of 
us, in obſerving it, and the great danger of unworthy 
communicating, The apoſtle very particularly ſtates 
this preparation, 1 Cor. v. 7, 8. and chap. xi. 28. No 
ſuch commands as theſe are given with reſpe& to any 
particular ordinance; there muſt, therefore, be ſome- 
thing very folemn in that inſtitution, The great danger 
of unworthy communicating is no leſs clearly repre- 
ſented by the fame inſpired writer, in theſe 1emark- 
able words, 1 Cor. xi. 28, 29, 30» The apoſtle 
repreſents the danger of unworthy communicating as 
a reaſon for extraordinary preparation. It is indeed 
highly reaſonable, that auy thing that involves conſe- 
quences of the higheſt importance, ſhould require ex- 
traordinary caution and circumſpection: © For,“ ſays 
the apoſtle, „he that eateth and drinketh unworthily, 
* eateth and drinketh damnation to himſelf, not diſ- 
* cerning the Lord's body.” He alſo gives a rezſon 
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6509) 
for extrordinary preparation of infinitely higher impor. 
tance than our greateſt perſonal intereſt, viz. that we 
diſhonour not God by ſuch a dreadful crime. This i; 
repreſented, ver. 27. Wherefore whoſoever ſhall eat 
<« this bread, and drink this cup of the Lord unwor- 
<« thily, ſhall be guilty of the body and blood of the Lord.“ 
Dreadful thought! What is this? but to tread under 
foot the Son of God, and to account the blood of the 
covenant an unholy thing. What puniſhment ſhall they 
be thought worthy of, who continue impenitent]y 
guilty of ſuch a crime as this? The Redeemer him- 
ſelf declares it, Iſa. Ixiii. 3.“ I will tread them in 
« mine anger, and trample them in my fury; and ther 
* blood ſhall be ſprinkled upon my garments, ard | 
„will ſtain all my raitent!” Now, ſince ſuch extra 
ordinary preparation is neceſſary, and the danger cf 
unworthy communicating is fo exceeding great, an 
extraordinary ſolemnity mult belong to the ordinance 
of the Lord's ſupper above all Chriſtian inſtitutions. 
It evidently requires ſuperior preparation to the 
hearing of the word. The hearing of the word i; 
a perſon's indiſpenſible duty, though he ſhould nei. 
ther ſpend two nor three days in public prayer ard 


Praiſe, (as the addreſſer ſpeaks, page 62d.) Yea, 


though he ſhould neither faſt nor pray at all about thc 
matter, either in public or private, yet has the call ic 
hear the word.—*« Hear ye deaf, and look ye blind,“ 
is his warrant.———But, in reſpect of the ordinance of 
the ſupper, we no where read,——receive ye who 
want the wedding-garment, partake ye faith]cſs.---No 
for to partake of this ordinance worthily, a fituech 
of ſtate is required..--To attain this fitneſs of ſtate, 
heart preparation is required.---To attain heart pre- 
paration, the word is required;---for without the word, 
how thall any perſon know what preparation is ?---0r 
know it aright?---or whether neceſſary or not ?---So 
that the word is the ultimate mean of attaining this 
t:ncfs of ſtate.— Who, but the addreſſer will ſay, tat 
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the ordinance of the ſupper is the mean of attaining a 
fitneſs of ſrate or condition to partake of it;—inſtead 
of being cither the origin or the mean, it is neither 
more nor leſs than the end of it—the laſt and finiſh- 
ing ioftitution, for which all the other inſtitutions pave 
the way. Therefore, in ſuch a day of degeneracy as 
the preſent, is it not undeniably the duty of church 
rulers, as far as poſſible, to put in motion all the pu- 
blic means ſanctified of God for preparation? and 
what can they do more? If the addreſſer and his bre- 
thren, though they ſubmit to public faſts, and week. 
day ſermons, as a kind of penance or drudgery, are 
yet ſecretly reſolved not to go a ſtep farther than mere 
outward attendance, who can help it.“ We all know, 
« fays he, that bodily exerciſe profiteth little; and all 
&« theſe public days may be regularly attended, u ithout 
« going a ſtep beyond them; in which caſe they all 
ego for nothing.“ 

Methinks he might have ſpared ſuch a venomous 
and illiberal reflection; juſt as if our church repreſen- 
tative and repreſented, had no other view or deſign in 
the matter, than mere bodily exerciſe. However, all 
theſe public preparation days muſt go for nothing with 
the addreſſer at any rate; for this ordinance is ſuch 
a common and ordinary thing with him, it does not 
deſerve ſuch an high compliment. 

„One miſtake,” ſays he, © is a perſuaſion which 
e ſeems to prevail, that this ordinance is an extraor- 
e dinary inſtitution; an opinion, which, ſo far as I 
* know, has not the leaſt foundation in ſcripture, while 
* it is hoſiile to the very letter of our ſtandards. Their 
* doftrine is, that—the reading of the ſcripture—the 
* preaching of the word—ſinging of pfalms—the due 
* adminiſtration and worthy receiving of the ſacraments 
* inſtituted by Chriſt, are all parts of the ordinary reli- 
* gious worſhip of God. — The ſame doctrine is taught, 
* with equal plainneſs, in Queſt. 154, of our Larger, 
* and in Queſt, 88, of our Shorter Catechiſms. But 
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te if the doctrine of our ftandards be true, what opi. 
& nion ſhall we form of thoſe, who urge the command 
given to Moſes prior to the delivery of the law from 
Mount Sinai, to ſanctify the people to-day and to- 
* morrow; for, on the third day, the Lord would 
* come down in the ſight of all the people; as a com. 
* mand for public days of preparation.” 
The doctrine of our ſtandards is very plain indeed, 
and meant to be adapted to the loweſt capacity; but 
what opinion ſhall we form of the man, who pretend; 
to direct a whole community, and even write a book 
upon the ſacrament, and yer does not underſtand the 
Shorter Catechiſm!!! ! ] thould imagine a child might 
hare underſtood the import of theſe words in our Ca- 
techiſm: + The outward and ordinary means whereby 
* Chriſt communicateth to us the benefits of redemp- 
« tron, are his ordinances; particularly, as they are 
further explained by what follows, “ eſpecially the 
* word, ſacraments, and prayer,“ as expreſſive of the 
mode of communicating to us theſe benefits: but by 
no means as deſcriptive of the qualities of the ordinan- 
.ces. The ordinances might all of them be uſed and ap- 
plied in common for a ce tain end and purpoſe, though 
at the ſame time, there might be a very great difference 
ju their qualities. To bring the matter within the ſphere 
of his apprehenſion, I ſhall take an example from na- 
rural things; —tor inſtance, diamond, gold, or filver 
ear rings, couries, &c. are all outward and ordinary 
parts of ornament, in ſome countries, for. the femalc 
face: but that there is a very great difference in the 
qualities of theſe things every perſon knows. 
Nothing is more plain, than that the word erdinat), 
made uſe of by our Reformers in theſe quotations, 
imports nothing more, or other, than the term /ua:; 
and it was meant by them, to diſtinguiſh between the 
1ſual mode God makes uſe of now in communicating 
theſe benefits of redemption, and ſome he had forme: 
Iv uſed; ſuch as in the calling of Abraham, and ile 
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* converſion of the apoſtle Paul. Alſo in oppoſition to 
the Antinomians, particularly the Quakers, who had 


" juſt then made their appearance, and their predeceſſors 
7 the Famuliſts, under Sa/tmarſh, Swentfield, Del, David 
| George, and others, who rejected all the outward. 
" means e depended only on the light within; and 
4 likewiſe denied the ordinances, every one, to be parts 

x of religious worſhip. What. makes this matter more 
1 clear, is, that at the very time theſe ſtandards were 
5 compoſing, ſome of our moſt eminent Reformers were 
% writing againſt the above heretics, in confutation of 
hr theſe errors. 


With reſpe& to the command given at Mount 
ſer may think of me.) that it is both a precept and an 
example, and a notable one too, for church rulers, in 
all ages, to appoint public preparation days, correſpon- 


rude, ſtubborn, unbelieving people, notwithſtanding 


J all the means they had: they had been three times in 
: open rebellion againſt God in the courſe of as many 
1 months, and had much need of preparation for ſuch a 
: ſolemn approach unto God And here I think we are 
- WJ '2 view the formal reaſon of this command for ſanctifi- 


cation, as founded not ſo much on the extraordinary 
nature of the event, as on the people's extraordinary 
unpreparedneſs for it. God demands a ſuitable diſ- 
poſition of heart for all approaches unto himſelf, in any 
appointment of his grace.—lIf he ſees his people de- 


preparation, as here in the preſent inſtance.---But if 
the caſe is otherwiſe, then there are no orders of the 
kind. Moſes made a nearer approach to God than 
any of the people, and yet God neither gave him a par- 
ticular order to ſanctify himſelf, nor does he even include 
him in the general order: and the reaſon is certainly 
very preſumable, viz. that Moſes was habitually pre- 
pared, I think therefore there is an example here ſet 


Sinai, I am clearly of opinion, (whatever the addreſ: 


ding to the exigence of the church. The Jews were a 


hcient in this refpe&, he orders the public means of 
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before church rulers, how to act on all ſolemn occa. 


ſions with reſpect to public preparation. 
I come now to take a little notice of ſome detached 


obſervations in his book; and, firſt, of a grand philo- 
ſophical diſplay in his foot note, page 44. 


He proceeds to impart to you a capital piece of in- 


formation, the amount of which is, that when he vu; 


the phraſes, our own church, and church of Scotland, 
as of different import, he means no more than this, 
that what is preſ-ntly termed the church of Scotland, 


becauſe the does not profeſs and believe the ſame 


truths as*our church, that therefore the church of 
Scotland and our own church are not the ſame church. 
——Þrethren, if any of you do not know as much ax 
this, you know very little. But, to make you better 
underſtand church ſameneſs and diverſity: to illuſtrate 
and make it perfectly clear, he tells you, that “church 
* ſameneſs is ſomewhat analagous to perſonal identi- 
<* ty, which conſiſts, in being poſſeſſed of, and aQuat- 
ed by the ſame immaterial ſubſtance, which is ſup- 
„ poſed to continue the ſame through all the viciſſi- 
<« tudes of human life, and amidſt all that variety of 
ce modifications of which it is ſuſceptible, in conſe- 
** quence of which, the perſon is ſtill the ſame, whe- 
6 ther in infancy or manhood, in adverſity or proſpe- 
„ rity, depreſſed with grief, or ſparkling with joy. 


What think ye of this illuſtration, ye poor artizans 


and labourers, for whom this elaborate treatiſe of his 
was written? I ſuppoſe you unde rſtand him here juſt 
as well as you would a conjurer twirling his fingers, 
and reciting the gibberiſh of Hocus Pocus. But he 
bas a deeper defign in all this than you are aware of, 
preſuming upon the common maxim, that peo- 
ple will always admire what they cannot comprehend: 
he thought that this philoſophic flaſh would be a ſet— 
off to his book, and ſo the doctrines of it would be 
received with implicit faith, and cauſe them conclude, 


furely ſuch a learned and deep philofopher as this can- 


1 

not be miſtaken! I think, however, he might have 
had the candour to have quoted Locke or Butler on 
the occaſion.— Had he contented himſelf with the de- 
finition of the church of Scotland he has given in the 
laſt paragraph of this note, he would have had much 
more credit. As he has therein made out the right of 
our church to the title of the church of Scotland, in a 
very accurate manner, I ſhall tranſcribe it as well wor- 
thy of a place here. | 

« But,” ſays he, if we take our idea of the church 
& of Scotland from her attainments between 1638, 
© and 1649, in connection with the doctrines contain- 
« ed in our excellent ſtandards; which J firmly be- 
© lieve, if taken all in all, have ſeldom been equalled, 
e and never ſurpaſſed by any production of the Chriſ- 
te tian church. I ſay, if we form our ideas of the 
church of Scotland by theſe ſtandards, and the at- 
i tainments of that period, I ſhould, unbluſhingly, de- 
« clare, in the face of the world, that our church (be- 
ce ing the only one in the nation that profeſſes adhe- 
« rence to the whole of theſe attainments) is there- 
« fore the church of Scotland: and 1 am fully perſua- 
« ded, that nothing but the groſſeſt prejudice can in- 
« duce any, who are thoroughly acquaiated with the 
e ſubject, ſo much as to call it in queſtion.” 

We come now to the firſt of his Catechiſms, and 
which, for diſlin&tion's ſake, we may call his Larger 
Catechiſm.—Here he has a chain of queſtions, the ſum 
of which is, that our terms of communion require an 
unqualified approbation of the DireQory, which ſays, 
tie Lord's ſupper ſhould he frequently celebrated; 
and the firſt book of Diſcipline, which ſays, that it 
ſhould be diſpenſed four times a-year, —His laſt que- 


ſtion but one, for which the former queſtions pave the 


way, runs thus: Queſt. © Does it not then follow, that 

* every time you fit down at the Lord's table, you ſo- 

+ lemnly profeſs your belief, that the Lord's ſupper 

« ſhould be diſpenſed four times in the year, —Anfiv, 
I 
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6. I moſt certainly do fo.” Not ſo faſt, Mr. Ad. 
drefſer; recolle&, you are not catechiſing your chil. 
dren here, i into whoſe mouths you can put any anſwer 
you pleaſe. There is not a man or woman in the com- 
munity, except yourſelf and brethren, that profeſſcs 
any ſuch belief, There is not a perſon in the commu- 
nity, therefore, that would give you ſuch an unquali. 
(fied anſwer to this queſtion; though they could give 
their unqualified approbition of the Directory and 
books of Diſcipline, Fhey could tell you. that the Di. 
TeQory ſays, that the Lord's ſupper ſhould be diſpen- 
ſed juſt as often as the church rulers in each 
congregation found it would be for the comfort aud 
edification of the people. and no oftener: and that the 
firſt book of Diſcipline ſays, It appertains to the- po- 
4 licy of every particular kirk to appoint the time 
„ when the ſacraments ſhall be miniſtred;'“ which is 
much the ſame with what the Directory ſays. Your 
queſtion, therefore, is founded upon a corrupt and 
wilful miſrepreſentation of our ſtandards, and is an a- 
bominable falſehood. What then ſhall any perſon think 
of your laſt queſtion? yon have broke off with three 
marks of admiration annexed!—By your former in 
poſed queſtions and anſwers, you have brought the 
remainder of this ſo full in the view of every perſor” 8 
mind, that you might juſt as well have put it down 
upon paper—a queſtion envenomed with as great a 
degree of abuſe as the mind can poſſibly conceive, —l 
aſk yon, Mr. Addreſſer, if you are capable of bluſhing 
at the thoughts of having thus ſcandalouſly tradu- 
ced a whole community, without the leaſt foundation, 
and at that time your own brethren roo? Where is the 
renderneſs you ſpoke of? You have here, brethren. a 
fine ſample of his modeſty and charity.—You need 
not, however, he troubled about the matter; every 
diſcerning perſon mult ſee that the infamy recoils upon 
himſcif. | | 
He next endeavours to quarre! againſt falſe impr«!- 


. 


ſions on this part of the ſubject, by ſhowing, that our 
preſent practice of diſpenſing once a- year, and annex- 
ing the diſpenſation to the ſummer months, however 
determinedly we now adhere to it, did not originate in 
principle, but from cauſes merely contingent; and he 
goes on in a ſtrain of buſfoonery and ridicule, to ſhow 


that theſe cauſcs having once given riſe to the aſſocia- 


tion of our ideas of this ordinance with the ſummer 
months, that aſſociation would be greatly ſtrengthened, 
by the numerous pleaſurable emotions with which it 
was connected, ariſing from the contemplation of mul- 
tifarions objects i in rural ſcenery, during ihe progreſs 
of a journey of twenty, thirty, or forty miles, towards 
theſe ſolemnities. in the ſummer ſeaſon. —Bur is it not 
very curious to obſerve, how this great Reformer falls 
into the ſame egregious blunder (as he deems it) which 
he has been ridiculing in others; for, inſtead of con- 
tenting himſelf with pointing out the attainable degree 
of frequency, and leaving ir to the pleaſure of the ſeſ- 
fion and congregation, to appoint the time and place, 


he is for confining the diſpenſation, in reſpect of place, 


to the town of Glaſgow, and to the two moſt unfavou- 
rable and uncomfortable months in the whole year. 


Now, does he think that the ideas of ſmoke, and gloom, 


and dirty ftreers, are more conformable to the ſpirit and 
tenor of the New Teſcamenrt diſpenſution, than thoſe of 
fl very meads and verdant lawns; or does it better cor- 
reſpond with the ardinary opinion he has of this very or- 
dinary part of religious worſhip, to aſſociate ſuch ideas 


with it? Certain it is, that he muſt have ſeen ſomething 


in the place and ſeaſon he propoſes for the diſpenſa- 
tion of the ordinance, more ſuitable for the nature of 
It, than thoſe he has condemned, otherwiſe he would 
have left theſe matters indifferent. 

I paſs now to his ſecond Catechiſm, in page _ 


This gentleman is a notable hand at catechizing.— 


He will certainly purchaſe to himſelf a good degree. — 
As to great boldneſs, he has thr: already. — 80 we 
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(00073 
may reaſonably expe& to hear of his preaching by 
and by. lu this Catechiſm, he rejects the idea of an- 
nexing a long train of public ſervices to this ordi- 
nance, upon the grounds, that there is neither neceſ- 
ſity, nor ſcripture precept, nor example, for ſuch a 
thing, any more than for annexing them to the other 
ſeal of the covenant, baptiſm, or to the ſanRification 
of the Lord's day. | 
Queſt. «+ Do you then imagine,” ſays he, “ that, 
in order to attain this preparation, it is neceſſary 
that you ſhould have a public faſt upon the Thurl- 
% day, two ſermons upon the Saturday, and an equal 
© number upon the Monday; and if you cannot at- 
tend theſe, you will keep no Sabbath at all?“ 
GREAT PRE DAGOGUT! your queſtion here is totally 
irrelevant, becauſe there is no analogy in the cafes: 
there is ſome little diſterence between commands and 
privileges; a certain man was commanded to come in, 
along with the others, to the marriage. ſupper; but 
he was not allowed to fit and partake there, becauſe 
he had not a wedding-garment.—It cannot be concei- 
ved, that any perſon in the leaſt acquainted with the 
doctrines of Chriſtianity, or under the exerciſe ct rea- 
fon, could ever be liable to miſtake the matter ſo far 
as the queſtion ſuppoſes. For, firſt, God having fix- 
ed the Sabbath on each revolving ſeventh day, and 
having commanded that day to be inviolably kept, it 
is therefore the indiſpenſible duty of all perſons to keep 
the Sabbath, when it comes round, even though they 
ſhould have made no preparation for it, cither public 
or private. 2dly, No want of preparation, nor cven 
of grace itſelf, can exempt it, or excuſe perſons from 
obedience to this, or any other duty of the moral law 
of the ten commandments, though theſe wants may 
diſqualify them for the right diſcharge of the duties. 
-dly, God having thus fixed the Sabbath on the ſe- 


venth day, and having allowed us the fix intervening 


days for our ſecular employments, ſeems to me a com- 
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dlete evidence, that he viewed the neceſſary prepara- 
tion for it, as attainable without any ſuch public means 
as the queſtion ſuppoſes, and is equivalent to a prohi- 
bition of any ſuch thing. But, with reſpect to the ſa- 
crament, matters ſtand on a quite different footing, to 
point out which, would only be co repeat what I have 
lready ſaid. 

This adept in catechiſing goes on now, in a rapid 
ſtyle, Queſt. * You have a child to baptize; baptiſm 
«© js a ſacrament, and a ſeal of the covenant, requiring 
much preparation in the parent who approaches to 
« God in behalf of his child; do you, therefore, ima- 
« vine, that, in order to attain this preparation, it is ne- 
« cefſary that parents ſhould attend a day of public faſt- 
ing, and three or four week-day ſermons, before they 
are admitted to the enjoyment of this ordinance *?? 

Yes, Mr. Addrefler, I really do think it, however 
lightly you may think of the matter. I know indeed 
the thing is not practicable, but that does not make it 
the leſs neceſſary. But, as great part of thoſe evils we 
juſtly complain of in our day, reſulting from groſs ig- 
norance, moral turpitude and depravity, are, in great 
meaſure, chargeable upon the neglect and inattention of 
parents to this great duty of training up their children in 
the knowledge, love, and tear of God, and of his law, 
whence it come to pals, that perſons thus growing up 
in ignorance, the luſts of the world, the fleſh, and the 
nind, occupying their whole affections, enter into all 
the vanities and follies of the age with the utmoſt avi- 
elty, and turn a deaf ear to the word, becauſe it ſtrikes 
at the root of theſe luſts. Do you not therefore chink 
n would be very neceffary, provided it were practi— 
cable; that 18 to ſay, provided the baptiſm of all the 
children, born in a pariſh or congregation, might be 
poſtponed until the end of every year, or half year? 
think you not, in ſuch a caſe, and in ſnch a ſtate of 
the church, that it would be very neceſſary to appoint 
v day of public faſting, that the congregation might 


diſpenſing that ordinance in the miniſtry o 


one, is altogether irrelevant; as there is not ſuch af 
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bewail their fin, and cry mightily to God in behalf q 
the parents who were to come under ſuch ſolemn obl. 
gations; and that miniſters might employ ſuch an ce. 
caſion to teach and enforce a _ of ſuch magnitude 
and importance? 

Nothing can more clearly evince his ignorance of 
the nature, uſe, and end of this ordinance, than wha 
he advances in his appeal to facts, page 64th. 

We have an inſtance of this extraordinary mode d 

f Toby the 
Baptiſt. When he began to preach in the wilderrc 
of Judea, ſaying, Repent ye; for the kingdom «fff 
heaven is at hand, the evangeliſt Matthew informs us, ; 
chap. iii. 5, 6. * Then went out to him Jeruſalem, | ; 
* and all Judea, and all the region round about Jo. 
« dan, and were baprized of him in Jordan, conf. 
ce ſing their ſins.” The exerciſe of ſolemn faſting aud] 
mourning for fin, with an humble acknowledgmen}Þ 
thereof, accompanied the diſpenſation of the ordinance 
of baptiſm, by this meſſenger of the Lord to the people. 
— The Queſtion of the addrefler here, like his form 
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analogy betwixt the two ordinances, as will warrant 
his reaſoning from the one to the other, in the man. 
ner he does. It is only an individual, or a few indivi- | 
duals, who have an immediate concern with the o. 
dinance of baptiſm at one time. Private and perſon! 
means of preparation, therefore, are only neceſſary in 
this caſe. But it is the whole congregation of Chri- 
tians that are eſpecially exerciſed about the Lord's ſup- 
per; and, therefore, public means of preparation are, 

particularly in times of prevailing iniquity, neceſſary 
with reſpect to that ordinance. The difference between 
circumciſion and the paſſover, under the Jaw, in the 
manner of their adminiſtration, and in the means 6 
preparation for them, was very great; ſo the Cific- 
rence between baptiſm and the Lord's ſupper, in 
theſe particulars, in the practice of the church, ſeem 


En 
rarranted from the ſcripture, and the nature of the 
rrdinances themſelves. 

« The primitive Chriſtians,” ſays he, “ were fre- 
« quently engaged in uſing this mean;—and the primi- 
« tive Chriſtians were famous for their piety, &c.— 
© During the ſucceeding ages, this ordinance was dif. 
* figured, and thruſt into a corner. —And theſe ages 
« were remarkable for ignorance, ſuperſtition, and 
vice. In the Reformation and covenanting periods, 
* this ordinance was again more frequently admini- 
* {tred.—And theſe periods were eminent for religion. 
© —[n the preſent age, the frequent diſpenſation of 
this ordinance is again neglected.— And the objec. 
© tion,” (only the objector by the bye,) © itſelf ſup- 
* poſes, that the preſent age is equally diſtinguiſhed 
by the want of the lively and vigorous exerciſe of 
e thoſe. graces which this ordinance is appointed to 
* nouriſh, and by the prevalence of theſe luſts which 
eit tends to deſtroy.” This appeal to facts, is meant 
to obviate an objection which he adduces, viz. That 
«* the primitive Chriſtians were much more pious and 
« ſpiritual-minded than we are; and therefore it would 
* be improper for us to imitate the frequency which they 
* cb/erved.”” And he concludes, I ſhall leave the 
e reader to determine whether theſe facts and obſer- 
* vations do not lead to a concluſion the very reverſe 
* of that which is contained in the objection.“ Per- 
fectly ſo, Mr. Addreſſer; only you have committed a 
ſmall miſtake, in putting the factor in the place of the 
fat; for which reaſon the exact converſe of this ſtate- 
ment only is true; and, as it tends to illuſtrate and 
confirm the ſentiments contained in the preſent Ad- 
dreſs, I ſhall exhibit it thus The primitive Chriſ- 
trans were famous for their knowledge, faith, holineſs, 
piety, &c. and, therefore, the primitive Chriſtians were 
frequently engaged in celebrating this ordinance.—The 
ſucceeding ages were remarkable for ignorance, ſu- 
perltition, and vice. And during theſe ages, this or- 
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tio, to augment the ſolemnity of it beyond calcula. 


could be ſuppoſed to diminiſh the ſolemnity; as the 


1 | 
dinance was disfigured, and thruſt into a corner... | 
The Reformation periods were eminent for religion; | 
and, in theſe periods, this ordinance was again more | 
frequently adminiſtred. The preſent age is diſtinguih. | 
ed by ignorance, deadneſs, and unfruitfulneſs under þ 
the word, carnality, earthly-mindedneſs, &c.— And, 
therefore, it would be improper for us to imitate the fre. | 
quency which the primitive Chriſtians obſerved, as [tated | 
in the objection. | | 
In page 64th, he introduces another objection, viz, 

« That the more frequent diſpenſation of this ordi. | 
% nance would deſtroy its folemnity.”—And, in a 

ſtrain of ſilly ridicule, ſuppoſes, that, on the contrary, 

infrequency mult neceſſarily tend, in an increaſing 1. 


tion: this is the ſum of his arguments. Let us, how. 
ever, examine a little into the matter. 

Solemnity, as here applied, depends, I think, in a 
great meaſure, on the views that mankind have of the 
ordinance. To Heathens, who have no knowledge 
of the nature of the ordinance, it would have no ſo- 
ſemnity.— They would view it as foolithneſs, as the 
preaching of Chriſt crucified was to the Greeks. A. 
mong profeſſing Chriſtians, the ſpiritual, or the mere 
rational and external view difterent perſons have of it, 
will give rife to the neceſſary diſtinctions of. ſpiritual 
and external ſolemnity. And theſe views are very dit. 
ferent in their nature and influences. To perſons, or 
a church, ſuch as the apoſtolic, moſt eminently under 
the reign of grace, the ordinance being viewed, by 
faith, as a holy and ſublime inſtitution, they would be 
affected with the higheſt veneration and love to it, in 
which, I think, connected with the holy and ſublime 
nature of the ordinance, proper ſolemnity conſiſts; 
and to ſuch perſons no attainable degree of frequency 


clearer ſpiritual diſcernment men have of the ordi- 
nance,. the more will they venerate, love, and deire 


(+73 ) 
the enjoyment of it: But there is a very different 
deſcription of perſons, or a church, which the objec- 
tion in a particular manner reſpe&s,—viz. of a church 
greatly degenerated, many weak aud ſickly, as the a- 
poſtle ſpeaks, and many, poſſibly very many, that have 
no more than a mere outward profeſſion— faith and 
its evidences low, even among the beſt —Now, it is 

ain, that as theſe firſt mentioned. can have no ſpiri- 
tual diſcernment of the ſublime nature, ute, and end 
of the ordinance, ſo they can have neither love nor 
veneration for it —Bat then it is certain, that ſuch 
perſons may be very deeply affected with awe and 
dread, from the diſcoveries which the word of God 
makes to the rational mind, of the awful nature, cere- 
monies, and tremendous certifications annexed to the 
ordinance: and herein, indeed, confifts all its folem- 
nity with them, and forms a conſiderable part of it 
with the latter deſcription of perſons in this church. — 
Now, who can deny but even this may be very bene- 
ficial, in as much as it prevents men from deſpiſing 
God's ordinances—may be bleſſed by him, as a re- 
ſtraint from ſin—and even made introductory to, (till 

better things? . „ 
But, to adopt the apoſtolic frequency in this dege- 
nerate ſtate of the church, as it could on no account 
increaſe the ſpiritual ſolemnity of the ordinance, as I 
have already ſhown, ſo it would infallibly deſtroy that 
external ſolemnity, and its advantages I have juſt now 
mentioned; and the conſequence would be a more 
open contempt of God's inſtitution by the wicked, 
and diſregard of his law: and in this opinion I am ſup- 
ported by the common experience, and common ſenſe 
of all mankind. In this ſtate of imperfection, ſur- 
rounded with infirmities, and under the great difad- 
vantage of living in a carnal and degenerate age, 1s it 
not the experience even of believers themſelves to flag 
under the very frequent exerciſe of any religious duty, 
and fo loſe much of that veneration due unto it? how 
K 


| E 
much more the carnal and profane? Nay, do we not 
ſee the ſame thing happen in the carnal world, in re- 
ſpect to ſolemnities and inſtitutions that are perfect ij 
agreeable to their corrupt minds, their veneration re- 
gulates the frequency, and if they are too frequent, 
they fall into contempt and neglect?— 80 univerſally 
does it hold good, that in all nations and ages of the 
world, this has been more or leſs the diſpofition of all 
perſons, in reſpect of every inſtitution, action or per- 
fon of venerable charater.—Hence the common pro- 
verb; Familiarity breeds contempt. The common ſenſe 
of mankind ſeems to me very forcibly demonſtrated 
in conjoining ideas of the higheſt veneration with the 
wort Solemn: a term derived from the Latin So/enns, 
which ſignifies yearly z or once a year, by which we 
may probably underſtand the average frequency, or 
rather the proper degree of infrequency mankind have 
thought neceſſary to mantain the honour of any inili- 
tution, calculating upon the general diſpofition of men 
in this ſtate of imperfection.— Theſe obſervations Ithink 
ſufficiently ſupport the objection. 

In recapitulating his principal arguments at the end 
of his book, the addrefler takes care again to repeat ; 
«© That the venerable Calvin ſaid, that the practice of 
„ communicating only once a year was an invention 
* of the devil.“ Here Calvin was perfectly right, in 
fo ſeverely reprobating this practice of Papiſts, as de- 
termined by a canon of the council of Trent, But 
there is, you will obſerve, a very malignant infinuation 
couched under this quotation from Calvin. He would 
make his readers believe, that the practice of the Re- 
formed Preſbytery ſtands preciſely on the ſame grounds 
with that which Calvin ſo feverely animadverted upon, 
and comes equally under the laſh of that reprehenſion. 
The diſcerning vcader will cafily perceive the miſtake. 
The council of Trent reſtricted the diſpenſation to once 
a-year, let the condition of the church be what it 
would. — The Reſormed Preſbytery do no ſuch thing. 
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his Appendix. He ſays, Vet to people engaged in 
« public buſineſs, but more eſpecially to artizans and 
& ]abourers, many of whom depend upon their daily 
labour for the weekly ſupport of their families, it 
becomes a matter of ſerious importance, to call them 
& frequently to ſpend three or four days ſucceſſively to 
« public religious exerciſes.” 

Here the matter comes out at laſt, —Rejoice now, 
ye poor artizans and labourers; there 1s a generous 
patron ſtarted up to plead and ſupport your temporal 
intereſts, and who promiſes you liberty from that yoke 
the Reformed Preſbytery have wreathed about your 
necks : ay, a liberty to walk according to the com- 
mandment:—* Six days ſbalt thou labour, and do all 
thy work,” in providing for the ſupport of your poor 
families. But how comes it, my poor brethren, that 
you complain ſo much now? Not a ſingle complaint 
of this kind was heard from you in former times, tho? 
they were as hard as the preſent. In travelling through 
the valley of Bacca formerly, (as the addreſſer ſneer- 
ingly obſerves,) did you dig up wells? did the falling 
rain fill the pools with water to you? In holding theie 
Jubilee feaſts, did you depend more upon the promi- 
ſer, and his promiſe of reimburſement, than you do 
now!?—Surely there muſt be ſome weighty reaſon in 
the caſe. —But whether ſhall we moſt admire your pa- 


tron's difintereſtedneſs or generoſity, in comparative- . 


ly overlooking his own grievances; for | ſhould ima» 
gine theſe faſts, and long train of week-day ſervices, 
are but ſlight cauſes of grievance to you, in compari- 
ſon of what they are to perſons engaged in public bu- 
fineſs, ſuch as warehouſe clerks, ſhop-keepers, or manu- 
Jacturers? Ho ſhall the one either ſatisfy his own 
conſcience, or his employer, in thus defrauding him 
of ſo much time ?—Particularly, how ſhall he ſupport 
tae biting ſarcaſms glanced at his religious profeſſion, 


The laſt thing I ſhall take notice of, is in page ath of 
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worſe to bear than the piercings of a fword?—What 
a hard thing is it for a ſhop-keeper, probably lately 
commenced buſineſs, to, have his ſhop ſo long ſhut up, 
thereby furniſhing conjectures to the unthinking mul. 
titude, as they paſs, which might have a fatal tenden- 
cy to ruin his credit, or otherwiſe afford occaſion to 
every wag among his neighbour ſhop- keepers and ac- 
quaintances, as they paſs and repaſs, to laviſh out op- 


probrious epithets, levelled againſt his religious cha- 


racer, or probably to affix paſquinades upon his door 
—to ſpeak nothing of the loſs of ſo much of the week's 
ſale and profits.——Theſe, my poor brethren, are 
grievances worth complaining about. I know ſome 
jealous-minded perſons, who are firmly of opinion, 
that theſe things are at the bottom of this whole ſcheme 


of theirs—that if they could get the faſt transferred to 


ſome foregoing Sabbath, and the other preparation 
days cut off; circumſtances might eaſily be found to 
make the frequency lik ewiſe perfectly convenient. Huſh! 
ye jealous perſons; we ſurely cannot think ſo harſhy 


ly of ſuch REVEREND ELD ERS; I ſhould fay Vene- 


RABLE ELDERs, and zealous Reformers, as theſe 
Gentlemen are; although. I myſt confeſs, indeed, it 
appears a little enigmatical to me, that perſons in ſuch 
a degenerate age as this, and fo deeply immerſed in 
public buſineſs, that they cannot ſpare a ſingle day 
once or twice a-year, ſhould yet be ſo habitually pre- 
pared for celebrating the ſacrament of the Lord's ſup- 
per every Sabbath-day. 
I have yet a ſingle obſervation or two to make up- 
on the nature of the ordinance, and words of inſtitu- 
tion, which, he ſays, require an entire conformity to 
what he deems the apoſtolic frequency, as, he fays, 
they are beſt explained by it; and ſo he reckons they 


demand a conformity to that frequency abſolutely and 


independendy. his is a great miſtake the nature 


of the ordinance has no primary and immediate con- 
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nection with frequency at all.— The immediate rela- 
tion it has, is to the ſpiritual condition of the church, 
and both in conjunction form a rule of frequency 
thus: If the fpiritual condition of the church be 
good, ſuch as in the days of the apoſtles, then the 
nature of. the ordinance demands frequency of admi- 
niſtration. If the church is in a degenerate ſtate, as 
in our preſent day, then the nature of the ordinance 
demands that it ſhould not be frequent. If, again, it 
ſhould happen, that the members of a profeſſing con- 
gregation, or pariſh, were very ignorant and profane, 
then the nature of the ordinance requires that it ſhould 
not be diſpenſed at all, as long as they are in that 
ſtate. | 

It is as great a miſtake to ſuppoſe that the words of 
inſtitution abſolutely and independently require fre- 
quency.— They certainly do no ſuch thing. — The 
words, Do this in remembrance of me, contain, indeed, 
ideas of a poſitive nature.—Bur the words, As oft as 
ye do it—do not contain poſitive ideas of frequency; 
and, as they ſtand in the text, have no further import 
than if it had run thus, Do this, when ever ye do it, in 
remembrance of me.—No other inference can be fairly 
drawn from theſe words of inſtitution than merely 
this, that the door is left open for Chriſtians to do it 
as frequently as they chuſe, if they were diſpoſed to do 
it in a right way and manner, according to the com- 
mandment. If the text had run thus, Ds this often in 
remembrance of me, it would have been a very diffe- 
rent thing.—The iajunction, Do this often, would have 
been as poſitive, as do this in remembrance of me. The 
words in the next verſe, As often as ye eat this bread, 
and drink this cup, ye do ſhew the Lord's death till he 
come, do not contain ideas more poſitive with reſpe& 
to frequency than the former,—and are to be under- 
ſtood in a qualified ſenſe—thus:— 4s often as ye eat 
fhis breadg and drink this cup, in remembrance of the 
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Lord, ye do fhew his death till he come. This is clear 
from what is added in the ſubſequent verſes. 

The nature of the ordinance, and words of inſtitu. 
tion, therefore, plainly diſcover unto us, that if church 


rulers ſee the beſt evidence in the church, of a diſpoſi- 


tion to do this in remembrance of Chriſt, that then they 
ſhould adminiſter often; but in proportfon as it is o- 
therwiſe, in ſuch * to adminiſter leſs fre- 
quently. 

Here I would remark, that, although the deſire of 
the people is undoubtedly to be attended to, yet it is 
not the criterion by which church governors are to 
judge of that proper condition of the church to par- 
take frequently ot this ordinance. No. Church ru- 
lers muſt proceed in this matter upon ſurer evidences. 
Who knows but the addreſſer, with his ſpecious ſtory, 
might have excited a general deſire after the apoſto- 
lic frequency he ſo ſtrenuouſſy recommends—and at 


a time when the church was never more unfit for it. 


Bat 1 acknowledge, with thankſulneſs to God, that 


I have much more encouraging and hopeful ideas of 


our church than 1 formerly had, on account that ſhe 
has fo univerſally rejected the corrupt doctrines of his 
book. | 

1 now leave you, my brethren, to judge whether the 
doQrines the addreſſer has advanced in his book, or 
what I have here exhibited, are moit conform to theſe 
venerable guides, the ſcriptures of rruth, and our ſtan- 
dards: And [ ſhall conclude this addreſs, by calling 
your attention to one or two remarkadle comcidents, 
which appear to me of the molt ſerious import. It 
ſurely furniſhes matter of ſerious reflection, that events, 
ſoch as have been of late, ſhould take place among us, 
tending to diſtract and divide the church, and to draw 
her away from that ſtedfaſt adherence to Reformation 


principles and attainments, ſhe has ſo long contended 


ſor—and from that teſtimony ſhe bas ſo long mains 
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tained, againſt the Revolution ſettlement, and all the 
ſteps ot national defection, both before and ſince that 
period, —l fay, that ſuch events ſhould take place at a 
time, when there is ſuch awful indications of God's 
coming out of his place, to avenge himfelt of this na- 
tion for all theſe crimes. In ſuch a time, my brethren, 
it is ſurely proper that we ſtand faſt, with our loins 
girt about with thele his truths we have been fo long 
contending for, as men ready prepared to meet their 
Lord,—and we hope all thoſe will be bleſſed whom 
he finds ſo doing when he comes. — This age abounds 
with new doQtrines, new ſyſtems and theories, the 
greateſt part of them only mere raſh ſpeculations, which 
the late events, in God's providence, have given rile to, 
and which will require a length of time to aſcertain 
whether they are founded on any ſolid ſcriptural princi- 
ples: we ought then to be exceeding cautious how we 
enter into ſuch ſpeculations.— Let us keep the good 
old way —let us wait, in our former ſtedfaſtneſs, the iſ- 
ſue of God's providences, which have at preſent a very 
dreadful aſpe& to the nation—and yet, alas! there 
ſeems to be no diſpoſition whatever to enquire, why 
the Lord is thus contending with them? None are as 
yet ſaying, is it becauſe we have forſaken the Lord 
God of our fathers, broken his covenant, ſhed the 
blood of his ſaints, overturned a glorious work of Re- 
formation, and placed a grave-ſtone upon it in the Re- 
volution ſettlement ?—No.—Though the trumpet is 
juſt now ſounding ſo loud, as to make the whole na- 
tion tremble, yet it has not put them upon making any 
ſuch enquiry. No, no, they ſeem obſtinately blind: 
God had waited as long upon this nation, as he did in 
the days of Noah, to fee if they would repent, and 
turn unto him; but, ſo far were they from this, that 
but a few years back, by a ſolemn univerfal deed, they 
have ratified all theſe acts of national wickedneſs, by ce- 
lebrating the centenary of the Revolution, and thereby 
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they have formally ſerved themſelves heirs to their fx: 
thers guilt, and all its conſequences, if Divine mercy 
prevent not; and _— now witneſſes againſt them. 
ſelves, that they allow the deeds of their fathers. Theſe 
things will, I am afraid; be treated with contenipt and 
ridicule by many; there is, however, one awful coin- 
cident—one ſolemn fact. that has long appeared to me 
dreadfully portentous, that ought not to be ſo treated, 
and which, I hope, will awaken to fcrious enquiry 
ſome into wlioſe hands this book may fall. 
It will be recollected, that fo early as 1786, and 
1787, the nation began to project the celebration of 
the ſecular anniverfary of the Revolution. In May 
1788, the General aſſembly of the church of Scotland 
— act, appointing re the 5th day of 
ovember, to be kept as a day of ſolemn 3 
to God for that Revolution ſettlement, and all its bleſ- 
_ fngs, (as they viewed them,) as they are fully convin- 
ced, they ſay in their ad / that the principles of the Ne- 
volution ſettlement are the only foundation on which 
theſe bleſſings can be permanently eſtabliſhed; and the 
day is likewiſe ſet a-part, to ſupplicate God for the con- 
tinuance of theſe bleſlings to the lateſt poſterity. An 
appointment of the ſame kind was likewiſe made by 
the civil authority of che nation; and accordingly the 
5th day of November, 1788, was obſerved in the moſt 
folema manner imaginable over the whole empire, — 
Here was a moſt folemn- national acknowledging of 
God for the higheſt bleſſings, ſpiritual and temporal 
a ſolemn engaging to walk in conformity to them, and 
ſupplication for their continuance to the lateſt poſterity. 
Now, if all had been right with refpe& to this Revo- 
lution ſettlement, and their deed in celebrating it, had 
the nations any reaſon to expect ſuch — and tre- 
mendous judgments on the very back of it? —Certain- 
ly not; becauſe it was never known that God dealt fo 
with any nation that made ſuch a ſolemn approach unto 
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im upon grounds; there is no ſuch example of Divine 
procedure in the annals of the world; neither is it con- 
ſiſtent with theſe gracious declarations, and that gra- 
cious character in which God has revealed him- 
ſelf unto the ſons of men. But, at the very time a- 
bove noticed, when the celebration of the Revolution 
was projecting, God, it now appears, was whetting 
his glittering ſword againſt this nation; — for, at that 
very criſis, as all acquainted with the hiſtory may per- 
ceive, ſuch events took place in a neighbouring na- 
tion, as laid the foundation for all that bloodſhed, e- 
normous expenditure, and oppreſſive taxes, with in- 
numerable other calamities, under which this nation 
now graans.— But there is a conſideration ſtill more 
dreadful, becauſe more pointed; for, at the very cri- 
ſis before- mentioned, ſuch events took place in that 
neighbouring nation, in the courſe of God's provi- 
dence, as threatened, and ſtill threatens, the utter de- 
ſtruction of that very Revolution, conſtitution and go- 
vernment, theſe nations have been profeſling to thank 
the Almighty for, and praying for the continuance of 
to the lateſt poſterity, viz. by the diſſemination and 
progreſs of French principles, which appeared ſome- 
time ago to have made great progreſs, and taken deep 
root in theſe nations, and which the government of 
the country, to this day, ſtand in the greateſt dread 
of; and, to prevent which, was the object of the Alien 
Bill, the traiterous Correſpondence Bill, and other ſub- 
ſequent bills of the fame nature —and indeed the real 
object on account of which war was entered into with 
that . nation. But, without any farther comment, I 
ſhall leave the matter to the reflection of the judicious 
-reader, | 


Dourkirs, March, 1797. 
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